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} CURRENT TOPICS. 


fhe annual provincial meeting of the members and 
Hiaropotiten and Provincial Law Asso- 


and will commence on see, the 9th October, at 11 
o'clock, in the New Town-hall-buildings. The mem- 
bers of the association and their friends will afterwards 
dine with the local members of the profession at the 
Asembly-rooms, Mr. Clayton, the president of the 
ewe and Gateshead Law Society, being in the 
ir, Mr. T. Kennedy, the chairman of the asso- 
a will preside at the business meetings which 
take place on Tuesday and Wednesday. 
‘The Newcastle and Gateshead Law Society have ap- 
a committee for the purpose of making the local 
arrangements, of which Mr. Clayton is president, and 
boas Crighton and Radford are secretaries; and the 
stter will be happy to afford every information. 
‘It is of great importance to the interests, not only of 
the association, but of the profession generally, that 
these annual meetings should pass off in a spirited and 
successful manner; and the metropolitan members 
rust. that their provincial brethren will embrace the 
opportunity to express their opinion as to the best mode 
‘conducting the affairs of the association, an opinion 
will be the more valuable to the London members 
: ¢ committee, as being expressed at a meeting com- 
pe piety of provincial members. The committee 
erefore hope that there will be a large attendance of 
provincial members. We understand that already a 
considerable number wc ag miag from the provinces, 
as well as a good sprin g from the metropolis, have 
expressed their intention of being present, and that the 
meeting promises to be altogether successful. 
Memb ers proposing to be present at the meetings, and 
to join the eo. are requested to intimate their in- 
fion to the logal secretaries, Messrs. Crighton and 
ford, Newcastle-on-Tyne, without delay. 
he committee appointed by the Newcastle and 
tshead Law Society will make arrangements for 
g strangers the opportunity of visiting the public 
gs, manufactories, and other objects of attraction 
castle and the neighbourhood. The half-yearly 
meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, to be 
held at Newcastle on the second of the above-men- 
fined days, will lend additional interest to the 
. The following are the regulations of the association 
J ge meeting :—That a meeting of the associa- 
ishall be held in the month of October in every 
._ Lhe proceedings to be as follows:—1. That the 
rman or deputy-chairman of the committee, if 
preser the chairman of the meeting ; otherwise, 
that the chairman be agprinted by the meeting.—2. 
that the proceedings shali commence with an 6 i 
the chairman, and shall comprise a review of the 
dings of the committee during the past year.—3. 
That the time and place of the next meeting shall 
me tixed—4, That this be followed by the reading 
et papers by members of the society upon sub- 
ects connected with the profession.—5. That the 
mmistee shall decide the order in which papers 
be taken, and that no paper shall occupy 


ading of each paper by its author, if present, and 


: re,than. half an hour in its reading.—6. That after 
No, 197. 





if not, then by the secretary, it shall be diseussed by the 
members present, if they be so minded, before another 
paper is introduced to the meeting; and that each dis- 
cussion shall be closed when so directed by the 
chairman.—7. That every member desiring to commu- 
nicate a paper to the meeting shall inform the secretary 
of its title four weeks, and deliver the paper to the 
secretary one week, prior to the meeting.—8. That the 
committee shall have the power, with the consent of 
the authors, to print and circulate such of the papers, 
or such extracts, as they see fit—9. That whenever it 
may appear to the members at any meeting that any 
subject demands the especial attention of the profession, 
some members or member shall be then and there 
appointed to collect and a such facts and opinions 
as may be necessary or useful for the elucidation of the 
subject, and to report thereon to the committee. 

The subjects suggested tor Papers for the forthcom- 
ing meeting are as follows:—l. Bankruptcy Reform. 
The Attorney General’s Bill.—2. Professional Remu- 
neration—3. Criminal’ Law Consolidation.—4. Chan- 
cery Evidence.— 5. Legal Education.—6. Fusion of 
Law and Equity.—7. Mining Leases.—8. Appointment 
of a Minister of Justice—9. Offices of Executor and 
Trustee.—10. County Court Jurisdiction—11. Part- 
nership en commandite—should it be legalised here? 
—12. Registration of Partnerships.—13. Corrupt Prac- 
tices at Elections.—14. Joint Stock Companies.—15. 
Local Tribunals of Commerce and Councils of Pru- 
d’hommes. — 16, Admiralty Court.— 17. Divorce 
Court. —18. Local Government Legislation. —19. 
Grand and Petty Juries. The principle of unani- 
mity.—20. Law of Libel—21. Judgments. Lord St. 
Leonards’ Act of 1860.—22. Agpess in Criminal Cases. 
—23. Registration of Title. Registration of deeds.— 
24, Whether a union of the two branches of the 
Profession would be advantageous to the Public ? 


The labours of the Jurisprudence department of the 
Social Science Conference at Glasgow were more than 
usually interesting and useful. The main feature in the 
majority of papers which were read was an attempt at 
a comparative view of the two systems of English and 
Scotch law. Thus, one set of papers discussed the 
different modes of the criminal procedure of the two 
countries ; and this discussion appears to have resulted 
in a general conviction of the superiority of the Scotch 
over the English system of criminal prosecutions, not 
only in the manner of conducting trials but in the pre- 
limimary stages of inquiry and in the getting up of the 
case for the Crown. Another class of papers were 
upon the ig. et of the law of Bankruptcy, and its 
differences in England and Scotland. The law of Real 
Property, and of Conveyancing, including various 
systems of Registration, formed a separate category, to 
which there were some exceedingly valuable contribu- 
tions by Professor Montgomerie Bell, and Professor 
More, of the University of Edinburgh, and by Mr. 
Sheriff Hallard. Papers were contributed upon the 
Local Courts of England and Scotland, the Appellet 
Jurisdiction of the House of Lords, the Rights of 
Belligerentsas to maritime property during war, Local 
Jurisdiction in cases of application for private acts for 
public purposes, and other practical subjects ; and there 
were two or three more abstract essays, such as 
that of Mr. Martin Leake, on the Formal Science of 
Law. Weshall lay before our readers, from time to 
time, as many of these papers, and in as full a manner, 
as we think will be interesting to the profession; having 
obtained the sanction of the council of the association 
for that purpose. 

A science of comparative law has hardly yet been 
attempted in any country, or by any body of jurists ; 
and the meeting at Glasgow may be considered as the 
first serious attempt in this direction. Considering the 
intimate political, social, and commercial relations be- 
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tween England and Scotland, any systematic comparison 
of the laws of both, conducted by competent persons, 
cannot fail to be of great utility in preparing the way 
for a complete aésimtlation of the law of the two coun- 
tries, and in the detection ot the most troublesome ano- 
malies in each. 





A few weeks ago we mentioned that Lord Palmerston, 
accompanied by Sir Richard Bethell and Sir William 
Atherton, was seen busily e in Bell-yard, and 
the regions round about, inspecting the pro’ site for 
an English Palace of Justice. The admirable report of 
the commissioners appointed to inquire into the concen- 
tration of the superior courts and offices, has met with 
such general and hearty acceptance that the public 
mind is well prepared for the immediate action of the 
Government upon this subject; and there is no longer 
any doubt that the authorities are now earnestly en- 
gaged in making the necessary surveys and plans to be 
submitted to Parliament in the approaching session. 

Preliminary notices have already been served upon 
persons oceupying houses in the locality of the intended 
site. It is well known that the present. Attorney-Gene- 
ral has always been an earnest advocate for the con- 
centration of all the law courts and offices; and we 
hope that the cordial and effectual support of his col- 
leagues as well as the best wishes of the profession and 
the public at large will not be wanting to aid his efforts 
on behalf of the great undertaking on which he is now 
engaged. 





We regret to learn that an accident which might have 
been, but fortunately was not, of serious consequence, 
occurred on Thursday at the Inns of Court butt on East 
Sheen-common. ile a few members of the Inns of 
Court Corps were engaged in rifle practice one of the 
rifles burst into several pieces, one of which struck in 
the forehead the volunteer who was in the act of shoot- 
ing; giving him a severe but not a dangerous wound. 
Another piece of the barrel caught one of the other 
members of the corps upon the sleeve of his coat, and 
tore through it without doing any further damage. We 
haye been informed that since the commencement of the 
vacation 14,000 rounds have been fired by the members 
of this corps. 


>-- 


THE LAWS OF JERSEY—REPORT OF COM- 
MISSIONERS. 

If a legal antiquary wished to discover a fendal 
Utopia comprising all the technical and primitive rules 
of that system of law, without any accumulation of re- 
medial statutes, but somewhat conformed to the require- 
ments of modern society, he might find his curiosity 
gratified by directing his eyes to the island of Jersey. 
There quaint old Norman law still prevails amid the 
busy marts of commerce, and does not interpose any 
great impediments to the progress of the latter, her 
social rival, except that she preserves her characteristic 
power of delaying adjudication. The law of Jersey, 
besides its delays, by the complications of the law of 
guarantee, appears to render a title to land, such as ma 
be had even under our voluminous laws, an impossi- 
bility. But with this defect in practice and error in 
principle, the real property laws of Jersey, on the 
whole, seem to be suited to the island, and, when modi- 
fied according to the temperate recommendations of the 
commissioners, whose report is the subject of this 
article, will doubtless operate beneficially for the social 
and commercial prosperity of the island. 

The report of the commissioners travels over a large 
extent of ground, legal and social; and these observations 
are intended to follow their method. 

The report first specifies the sources of the laws of 
Jester, eae the of common law end the 
law derived from » ‘The common law it states 





to be based upon the common law of the ancient Duchy 
of Normandy, of which the Channel Islands were alone 
preserved to the sovereigns of England on the logs of 
the rest of the duchy in the time of King John. The 
common law of England does not obtain in Jersey, the 
resemblances in the laws of both being due to their 
common Norman parent. The principal authority 4; 
to this source of the laws of Jersey is the work on the 
ancient customary laws of Normandy, entitled “[¢ 
Grand Coustumier du Pays et Duché de Normandie,” 
and the commentaries of Terrien and roe The 
next evidence of the common law consists of judicial 
precedents, which in in a regular series in the: 
1503, or about that time ; all the aay records hayip 
been consumed by fire in 1503. ‘There being no py 
lished reports, and also, by reason of the constitutio 
of the tribunals, the judicial precedents have litt 
weight. Together with Norman customs and logl 
judicial decisions entered on the rolls of the Royjl 
Court, various other records, particularly returns { 
inquisitions made under competent authorities by b 
in the nature of juries, complete the sources 
which a knowledge of the common law of Jersey i 
be gained. As the customs of all manors are dee 





uniform, their last records are useful lights on subjects 
of tenure generally. The works of Poingdestre ar — 


also considered of authority. 

The legislative sources of the law of Jersey are— 
First, royal charters, the earliest of which is ate | 
Magna Charta of the Channel Islands, and is alle 
date from the reign of King John. Whether aut entic 
or not, it is certain law, the privileges mentioned in it 
having either prevailed before or been confirmed by 
subsequent charters. The chief privileges eoriitien | 
the charters are a local judicature for each of the islani 
of Jersey and Guernsey, consisting of a bailiff ie 
pointed by the Crown and twelve jurats elected fro 
the native islanders, exemption of the islanders from 
taxation without their own consent, and the right of 
importing into England duty-free all articles of the 
growth or manufacture of the islands. Secondly, orders 
of the Sovereign in Council—a mode of legislatia 
derived from the supreme legislative power of the Dukes 
of Normandy. But before orders in council can be ex- 
ecuted they must be registered by the Royal Court. 
The commissioners state that the Procureur-General for 
Jersey and other learned members of the Jersey bar 
have denied that orders in council have the force of law, 
and cite a report of her Majesty’s Privy Council, stating 
that serious doubts existed whether the royal preroga- 
tive, without the assent of the States of the island, 
could impose Jaws consistently with the constitutionl 
rights of the island, upon which report the Queen, 1 
order in council of the 29th of December, 1853, revaket 
certain previous orders of the 11th of February, 18 
and confirmed six Acts of the States, framed with tt 
same objects as the orders in council, In 1857 an Act 
relating to taxation was passed by the States, and trans- 
mitted to the Queen in Council for confirmation. 
was returned confirmed, but with certain additions. The 
States having remonstrated against the additions 9 
made, the order was recalled. Yet the commissioners 
state their opinion to be that the States have not the 
re of initiating all acts of ig eryty and support 
a emt by a reference to the fact that orders in coun 

ich had not been submitted to the States were ad- 
mitted without question for a long period of time pre- 
vious to 1853, and also to the fact of the recognition 
the authority of the Imperial Parliament to legislate for 
the island without the concurrence of the States. 
royal prerogative is thus limited by charters, but not 
destroyed. The third source of positive Jaw consists 
laws passed by the States, or before 1771 by the 
Court, and allowed by the Sovereign in Council. 
States, in 1866, consisted of the bailiff as president, 


thirty-six bers votes——vig., the twelv# 
furats, elected for life by the ratepayers; the rector 
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and the constables of the twelve parishes, elected for 
three years by the princi of their respective parishes. 
To these have been added, by a law passed in 1856, 
fourteen deputies, elected for three years. The States 
cannot meet without the consent of the governor, and he 
may negative any of their acts; and the bailiff can, by 
i Any, ker suspend the decisions of the States. 
Royal consisting of the bailiff and twelve 
j was for several ages regarded as the only legis- 
ive body within the island. In 1771 “the Jersey 
code” was agreed upon by the States, and received the 
royal sanction. Since its publication about one hundred 
laws have been passed : the statute law of Jersey is there- 
fore sufficiently compendious. The fourth source of peel 
tivelaw consists of local ordinances of the States in force 
ie Saree years without the express allowance of the 
wn, if not expressly disallowed. But these must not 
be contrary to established law. The fifth source of 
positive law consists of Acts of the Imperial Parliament, 
which, however, only apply to Jersey when so expressly 
intended. Such Acts are registered in Jersey—not to 
give them validity, but notoriety. The report states 
that an extraordinary degree of uncertainty exists as to 
what is or is not law, and that many practices and 
rules of law which are not referable to any of the before- 
mentioned sources prevail. 

The basis of the law of real property in Jersey is the 
feudal law, the Sovereign being the lord paramount. 
The customs of manors are uniform, and there are no 
eopyholds. Subinfeudation is not forbidden, but has 
been long obsolete. There are manor courts, from which 
there lies an appeal to the Royal Court. The lord is 
entitled to hold for a year and a day the land of a 
tenant dying without lineal heirs. This claim is called 
année de succession, and corresponds to the primer 
seisin of the fendal law. The report recommends the 
compulsory commutation of seignorial rights, especially 
of the année de succession. There are a two 
species of freehold estate known to the law of Jersey,— 
an estate in fee simple, and an estate tail. The succes- 
sion to real estate is thus regulated. The estate is first 
cast upon the eldest son, who, however, when a parti- 
tion é) is demanded by the other children, after 
retaining the dwelling-house and some other advantages 
must have the land divided amongst all the children, 
himself included, in the proportion of two-thirds 
amongst the sons and one-third amongst the daughters, 
no daughter, however, taking a greater share than a 
younger son. The heir is personally liable for all the 
debts of the deceased, even though these should 
exceed in value the assets, unless he apply for the 
bénéfice Pinventaire. Estates tail may be encumbered 
or alienated. Tenants for life of land are considered to 
have only its usufruct, not the legal estate. Devises 
of real estate were first authorised by the law of June, 
1851. Estates in reversion and remainder are restrained 
within narrow limits, and successive life estates are 
expressly forbidden to be limited by will, The settle- 
ment of real property is thus sufficiently simple. 

The owner of real estate may during his life encum- 
ber or convey it away. He cannot, however, give it to 
one in preference to the disappointment of the rest of 
his heirs. Rentes, or irredeemable annuities, are used 
for . ‘Their irredeemable character is com- 
plained of by the report as tending to accumulate 
charges upon real estate. All conveyances take place 

matter of record. A short deed is passed before the 
yal Court and istered. It is so exclusively a 
matter of record that it is not even signed by the parties, 
a defect of which the report disapproves. ©The law of 
the 24th June, 1851, empowers devises of real estate 
both of all the testator's own purchases, and also of his 
inherited estates, provided there are no descendants of the 
first purchaser. law of distribution of personalty is 
ber similar to the put Bogen but the possession is 
upon the eldest son, as Be See of ret canes. 
Kindred doesnot count sixth degree, being one 





degree within the rule applicable to real estate. Where 
a testator leaves a widow and children he can di of 
one-third only; in this case a third goes to the widow 
and a third to the children. If he leave a widow only. 
or children only, he can dispose of half. € report 
recommends the assimilation of the law of Jersey to o 

own as to the testamentary power over personalty, as 
to the rules of succession ab intestato, and as to the neces- 
sary testamentary formalities in order to prevent the 
international rules of domicile defeating the intention 
of testators, who might have acquired a domicile in 
Jersey. Guarantees and rentes, bemg perpetual, render 
all titles to real estate insecure. A guarantee is an Ob- 
ligation of record entered into in cases of sales and 
mortgages of real estate, and also on the acknowledg~- 
ment and registration of debts. It binds all present 
and future real property of the guarantor, and, as there 
is no prescription against it, it is perpetual in point of 
time, A rente, or irredeemable annuity (the substitutes 
for mortgages), binds all the lands of the grantor as 
well as that portion on which it is charged; but it 
cannot be enforced by distress. It also binds all the 
real property of every person through whose hands it 
passes by reason of their guarantee. The security of 
a purchaser is thus incre: in proportion to the num- 
ber of persons through whose hands the renée has 


passed. 

Debts when acknowledged in court and registered are 
guaranteed in like manner with rentes on all the pro- 
perty present and future of the debtor. Rentes are veal; 
these debts are personal estate. Owing to the irre- 
deemable character of rentes, and the power which 

uarantees haye to bind all the property present and 
uture of the tor, a purchaser has to consider not 
only the title to the estate, which he buys, but alsothe 
credit of the vendor. The report recommends that 
tees should be limited as to the: property on 
which they shall attach, as to the value to which they 
shall extend, and as to the time within which they: may 
be enforced, as also that rentes should be made redeem- 
able and be constituted personal estate. Trusts of real 
estate .in favour of private individuals are unknown; their 
creation by will is forbidden by the law of 1851 al 
referred to. It is doubtful whether the few public 
trusts which exist can be enforced against the trustees, 
against the dower of a trustee widow, or the claims of 
the lord of the manor. ‘The report recommends the 
recognition of trusts for the purposes of public com- 
panies, or for general uses only. The a 
occasioned by the law of guarantees is alleviated by @ 
very useful system of registration. The register com- 
prises also debts and wills of realty. The contracts 
relating to real estate being short, are set out i 
extenso. 

As to the law relating to husband and wife during 
the coverture, the law > ann the husband with all the 
liabilities. The wife may have separate unity: This 
is not, however, effected by marriage settlement, but by 
a proceeding in court after the marriage, in which 
decree for a “ sé ion quant auc biens” is granted. 
The effect of the decree is to place all the preres! se 
and future real estate under her own control, with 
power to sue and be sued as a femme sole, and 
the reach of the present or future liabilities of her hus- 
band; but the husband still retains his liability to main- 
tain his wife if she become a charge on the om rate.. It is 
alleged that these separations are used in fraud of credi- 
tors, to whom the present system does not give due 
notice. A tuéeur is appointed to guard the person and 
estate of an infant by seven electors, who are Roe sag 
for the guardian’s conduct, and are called da . The 
tuteur is entitled, besides his to an allowance 
for his trouble. A minor may bind by his contracts for 
necessaries those whose duty it was to have 
him with them. The B is of 

in the law in this respect 
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father’s limited power of the testamentary disposition 
of his property, as also upon the absence of Ja tutelle in 
such a case. The report recommends that the tuteur 
should file an inventory of the property of the minor, 
and be subject to an official audit of his accounts every 
six months. Lunatics and prodigals are dealt with by 
the law in a manner similar to its treatment of minors, 
except that these, within a year and a day after attainin, 
their legal age, may revoke alienations of their re 
estate made by the tuéeur, which lunatics cannot: do on 
becoming sane. Prodigality is a species of imbecility 
derived from the Roman Civil law. 


The principal tribunal is the Royal Court, which 
consists of a bailiff and twelve jurats. The bailiff is 
appointed by the Crown; the jurats being elected for life 
by the whole of the ratepayers throughout the island. 
The report states that the island has outgrown its judi- 
cature. Litigation is costly there, not by reason of the 
fees, but on account of the delays. A Petty Debts 
Court, having jurisdiction to the amount of £10, and 
a police court, were established in 1852. The former 
may commit debtors to prison for a period not exceed- 
ing four days for every pound sterling recovered. The 
report suggests that a day’s imprisonment should only 
have the value of a day’s skilled labour. Arrest on 
mesne process is allowed on a written unsworn state- 
ment of an alleged debt, and even for unliquidated 
damages. The report disapproves of the combination 
of judicial and legislative functions in the bailiff and 
jurats. Except as to the detention to an undue period 
of persons arrested on mesne process, the report notices 
the absence of all other serious objections to the forms 
of process. The writ of habeas corpus runs in Jersey. 
Juries have become obsolete; and the report recom- 
mends such trials by consent. Their introduction 
universally, it states, does not suit the limited area of 
jurisdiction, where there could be no escape from popu- 
ar prepossessions, however transient, and, moreover, 


because conflicts of race might occur in the jury box. 


The latter appears to be the more solid objection. 
In matters of account, the Greffier Arbitre ascer- 
tains what items really are disputed, on which 
alone issue is then raised. In all legal proceedings, 
including the speeches of counsel, it is the French 
language that is used. Witnesses, however remotely 
interested, are inadmissible. In doubtful cases a sup- 
pletory oath (serment decisoire) borrowed from the 
civil law is allowed to be taken by a party in a 
cause. Evidence taken by commission is not admitted. 
When the law in ee is foreign law it is proved, 
not asin England by witnesses, but by the judgment 
of the Court on the original authorities. Of this the 
report approves. When the matter in dispute concerns 
the realty, or exceeds £80 in value, an appeal lies en 
dernier ressort to the Queenin Council. The report 
approves of the admission, on appeals, of evidence not 
given in the courts below. Execution is put in force by 
the Vicomte or one of the denonciateurs, who, as they 
have a commission on the proceeds, sometimes quarrel 
rigaaiing the seizure. There is no direct execution 
against the land, but it may be thrown en decret. 


_In insolvency, the last creditor has the option given 
him of taking the estate of the debtor and paying off 
all demands, or of foregoing his claim. If he refuse to 
accept the estate, it is then offered to the next latest 
creditor, on the same conditions, and so on upwards. 
If the creditor accept the estate, he holds it discharged 
of all posterior claims, and retains a surplus (if any), 
after discharge of all the debts, for his own benefit. 
This method in insolvency is called a decret. Where 
there is no real estate, nor debts entitled to preference 
sufficient to sweep away the whole estate, the property 
of a bankrupt is seized by the vicomte, and a dividend 

id by him—this is called a desastre. The surrender 

y a debtor of his property, in order to obtain his 

release from prison, is tonne’ cession. Protection for a 





year may be had by a debtor on a detailed statement 
on oath of all his property. It is called a remise de 
biens, &c. 

There are not in Jersey any municipal institutions, 
properly so called, the place of which is supplied by the 
system of parochial administration. The hial 
assembly resembles an English vestry. Each of the 
twelve parishes of Jersey has its own system of police, 
and the care of the wards, local improvements, and of 
local charities; it also assesses and levies the parish 
rate, upon which the right of voting for members of 
the States, as also for all parochial offices, depends. 
Relief to the see is administered partly in their 
respective parishes as out door relief, partly in the 

eneral poor-house of the island, out of monies derived 
from a permanent fund for the — belonging to the 
church of each parish and called la charité, aided 
by a compulsory rate. The parish assembly ex- 
ercises the power of issuing notes or paper money. 
The parochial schools are supported by the payment of 
the children, aided by annual subscriptions, and by 
donations from the States, or the administrators of the 
impost. 

The ecclesiastical law of Jersey rests upon the canons 
which were sanctioned by James the First, in 1623. 
These established a court, of which the Dean is judge. 
Its jurisdiction comprises, amongst other things, the 
cognizance of all matters relating to divine service, the 
registration and grant of probate of wills, the grant of 
letters of administration, and the pronouncing of 
divorces a mensé et thoro in case of adultery or cruelty. 
The grant of marriage licences rests with the Dean. 
To enforce its process, the Ecclesiastical Court must 
have recourse to the Royal Court; very few litigated 
cases are brought before the former; but all wills 
containing uests of personal property must be 
proved in it. It is doubted whether in granting probate 
the jurisdiction of the Dean only extends to non- 
litigated cases. The report recommends that such cases 
be in future decided by the Royal Court. 


In the laws of Jersey we may find at least one im- 
ortant element that recommends itself to our adoption. 
erefer to a system of registration of the utility of 
which few can doubt. As, however, it would be impossible 
to set out on record all English conveyances, according 
to the Jersey system, the Irish method must be referred 
to for further aid. In Ireland a memorial or abridg- 
ment of the conveyance, setting forth the date, names 
of the parties, description of the parcels, &c., is alone 
placed on record. But even a memorial, the length of 
which is discretionary with the person registering it, 
appeafs unnecessary. If a system of registration gives 
an index of the nature and date of the instrument, the 
names of the parties, the consideration, and the parcels, 
the object of effectual notice would appear to be ac- 
complished, as a substitute for which alone registration 
has been allowed by the law to operate. The re- 
muneration of guardians appears to be likewise a 
rational peculiarity of the Jersey law, upon which 
discussion is at present needless. It may be here stated, 
however, that as a settled method of remuneration 
would imply an official audit of accounts, the business- 
like scrutiny likely to be exercised under such a system 
would strongly tend in general to prevent and repress 
fraud on the part of guardians and trustees. 

The recommendations of the Commissioners all tend 
to render the laws of Jersey assimilated to our own. 
They recommend a commutation of seignorial rights— 
that the parties to a contract be required to sign it, 
before it is passed by the Court; that the debts of a 
deceased person, unless registered within a year of his 
death, shall not affect his préperty in the hands of 
alienees; that the formalities for making wills be 
assimilated to those required for wills in England; that 
guarantees be limited in their operation ; that rentes be 
rendered redeemable ; that trusts for objects of a publie 
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nature be enforced by the Royal Court; that publicity 
should be given to cases of separation quant aux biens; 
that guardians file an inventory, and have their accounts 

Jarly audited; that arrest on mesne process, except 
on special cause, be unlawful ; that parties be allowed 
(by consent), to resort to trial by jury; that the Court 
may have power to allow in any part of a case the use 
of such language .as it may deem conducive to justice, 
with other suggestions unnecessary to be here men- 
tioned. 

The report, on the whole, givés an able and clear 
description of a feudal kingdom, its tenures, laws, and 
tribunals, and is interesting not only to the feudalist or 
civilian, but even perhaps to the English real property 
lawyer, who may be in search of light upon some obscure 
questions of real property, or upon the practical 
uses of a system of registration. The report is 
itself a miniature treatise upon law, and reflects great 
credit on the power of condensing voluminous details of 
important matters, which it proves its authors to have 

ed. It is interesting both from the excellent 
common sense which it discloses in all its parts, as also 
from the completeness of its review, and will well 
repay a studious perusal. Upon the whole, the com- 
missioners, Sir John Awdry, Lord Devon, and Mr. 
Richard Jebb, and their secretary, Mr. Charles S. 
Perceval, have discharged their duty with reasonable 
expedition and with remarkable ability. 


aS eee Oe 


THE ART OF PLEADING. 

The opening meeting of the present session of the Glasgow 
Legal and Speculative Society was held on Saturday last in 
the Faculty Hall. 

The President having introduced the Lord-Advocate, his 
lordship, after some preliminary observations said—The sub- 
ject that I have chosen is the art of pleading as distinguished 
from the other branches of legal education; and as I under- 
stand that all the members of this society are intended for the 
practice ot the profession of law, it probably may not be amiss 
to direct a few observations to that very important, and, as an 
artistic branch of the profession, rather neglected study. For, 
while the study of the law itself embraces and engrosses the 
attention of the student, I think there is too little attention 
paid to the rules by which the art of pleading should be con- 
ducted, and yet that, in order to success in the profession as 
the law now stands, is essential—not merely written pleading, 
as it used to be, but oral pleading, which, I am happy to say, 
is the principal vehicle by which the cases are now discussed; 
and therefore, as the importance of the legal tribunal increases 
—and it has greatly increased—it is the more necessary to 
understand the philosophical and practical rules upon which 
cases should be argued as well as decided. The objects and 
principles of pleading, in the vulgar sense, are much misunder- 
stood, We often hear and see it represented as if the business 
of the lawyer were to make the worse appear the better rea: 
son—as if, at all events, that was part of his profession—that 
the main object of a pleader was to gloss over the truth, or to 
be able to do so, and to be able to present that which is not 
true in unreal and false colours. Now, I deny altogether, not 
merely the general truth of this, but I deny that there is any- 
thing in the practice of the legal profession which in the 
slightest degree warrants or vindicates the assertion. It is quite 
the reverse. In order to excellence or effect in pleading pre- 
cise and strict accuracy is absolutely essential, and no man can 
be a great pleader without it. The truth is, the mistake arises 

ignorance of what the art of pleading is—from imagining 
that there is something precise and definite in legal right. It 
18 not so, and it never can be so, because the law is in one 
sense unjust, It is an average justice that a legal system must 
aim at, and the art of pleading is the art of bringing the cir- 
cumstances to which the pleading is applied within the favour- 
able category of the law. In the great majority of cases that 
18a question of dialectics, not a question of fact, fairly admit- 
ting of’ a difference of opinion and of discussion on both sides. 
Plainly, then, in the just exercise of the art, the elements of 
truth and falschood, in their absolute sense, do not arise. That 
is the better reason which the judge confirms, the worst is that 
which he rejects; and, therefore, in a strict logical sense the 
result of making the worse appear the better reason cannot by 





possibility arise. In the noble profession of the law, about the 
highest intellectual exercise in which a man can be engaged, there 
is nothing whatever that approaches to the maintenance of 
falsehood instead of truth in the dialectics that are n 

for the due argument of the general legal question, On the 
contrary, if a man has a bad case, the argument which must 
maintain it is an argument that cannot be maintained. You 
may think so; but he is a suitor in the court, and he is entitled 
to have his case stated, and he is entitled to have his argument 
as favourably put for him as the facts will admit; and it is in 
vain to say, therefore, that the man who only discharges a 
great public duty by so stating it is liable to the slightest im- 
putation of endeavouring to make the worse appear the better. 
Now, then, the first question is the preparation for the position 
of a pleader. Of course, knowledge of law lies at the founda- 
tion of it; and if I may take the liberty of saying so to you, 
who have shown your zeal and desire to profit by the study 
of the law by joining the association which I am now 
addressing, and if I may judge by the case-book which 
has been put into my hand, exercising yourselves in the 
meetings of this society with great intelligence and 
great appreciation of legal difficulties and legal dis- 
tinctions—I need not say to you that knowledge of the law 
is important, but I may take the liberty of saying to you that 
every hour you spend in the study of the law now will save 
you many hours in after life. But there is another depart- 
ment on which I will say a word. I see that your society is 
legal and speculative, and embraces not merely discussions on 
legal topics, but also on speculative or general topics. It is 
impossible to overrate the importance of that combination. 
When a man begins active practice there are two snares into 
which he is apt to fall. One is of imagining that as he is now 
going to be a practical lawyer, anything but law is unworthy 
of his consideration—that he is to forget all his previous studies, 
and devote himself to being a real business man— and that if 
he indulges in the lighter avocations in which, perhaps, he once 
took pleasure, he is likely to lose his reputation as well as his 
time. Now, there is no greater mistake than that, because 
the early studies in which a man of intellectual tendencies 
engages have the most important influence on his future 
professional life. It enlarges the mind—it gives variety 
and versatility to the tone—it enables a person to 
indulge with safety in larger and more general views 
of illustration; but in addition to that, it gives the 
power of composition, it gives a knowledge of the language, 
without which no man can be a good pleader. It is impor- 
tant, therefore, to study general literature, with a view to the 
active exercise of the profession, in order that you may know 
what to discard in the way of expression as well as what to 
keep. The power of precise expression is only to be learned 
by knowledge of the language, and that is only to be gained by 
studying its best models; and the power of precise expression 
is one of the greatest weapons which a pleader can use. But 
there are two remarks to be made here. In the first -place, it 
is necessary to learn with accuracy the scientific vocabulary 
and nomenclature of your art. Now this is very apt to bea 
stumbling-block to the young practitioner. I know myself I 
cannot express the disgust with which, fresh from moral philo- 
sophy and the speculative society, I first began to study law. 
The terms were hateful to me; I could not reconcile 


them to any model of composition with which I was 
accustomed, and they appeared to me to be both bar- 
barous and absurd. But that was a very crude and foolish 
imagination, because the use of technical terms is essen- 
tial to any science whatever; and so far from the use of 
popular terms in the science of law indicating elegance, 


it indicates nothing but ignorance, because an adept 
in any science is at once discerned by his accurate and 
skilfal use of its nomenclature—a nomenclature inven- 
ted simply because it imports something different from 
ordinary language. The proper meaning and use of 
technical words is one of the most important parts 
of the training of the law student, for it enables him to ex- 
press with precision neither more nor less than the technical 
term imports. These technical terms do not admit of equiva- 
lent, because for the most part they have a scientific meaning, 
and, if you once begin to introduce popular instead of 
technical terms, you fail to express with the accuracy 
essential to good pleading the precise idea which you intend 
to convey, After some remarks on the advantage of all 
studies in this profession, especially that of literature, his 
lordship pointed out the necessity of a very careful pn ea 
tion of the causes they might be engaged in for jw 


decision. The system of pleading in the sheriff courts, he 
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said, is, I believe, as simple, as good, and as nearly a model 
for the statement of facts, as any system that at this 
moment exists. It was an experiment which we tried 
in the Bill of 1853, to see whether without an elaborate 
statement of facts, in ordinary and simple cases, an 
issue could not be joined much more expeditiously and 
less expensively than formerly was the case; and I under- 
stand that the short answer given in after the serving of 
the summons—the general defence—has, on the whole, 
worked well. I know that certain remarks have been made 
on the bench in the Court of Session, upon cases of that 
kind coming up, where the record was rather barren of fact; 
but I might own for myself that, in the cases in which I 
have heard the remarks made, Iam far indeed from con- 
curring in them. I believe it is far better, if the facts are 
simple, to let them be stated generally and go to proof, than 
to have long papers, expensively prepared, at great sacrifice 
of time, for the purpose of stating facts in detail, which 
might be perfectly well stated generally at once, upon the 
first hearing of the case; but of course there are many cases 
where this canuot be done. There are a great many. cases 
of most important mercantile questions that arise to which 
it is impossible to apply that general rule; and, accordingly, 
the mode of stating facts on the record is a matter which 
the practitioner ought to study, and that also is a thing to 
be done according to rule, because in no part of this pro- 
ceeding is a man merely to trust to the hazard of the 
moment. The whole process from beginning to end ought 
to be an artistic process; and as to the mode of stating facts, 
according to our system of pleading, the general rule for the 
practitioner should be that he should state nothing but facts, 
and that all quotations, and all extracts, correspondence, 
deeds, and settlements, should be simply referred to, and 
never be quoted at all. Having, therefore, the materials, 
the question is, on what general rules, oral or written, pleading 
should be conducted? Now this is, perhaps, more an art 
than a science, having more relation to mechanical 
adaptation than to theoretical abstraction. You should 
never lose sight of this, that the real end we 


lave in view is to convince a man, or two or three men. 
The materials are facts and legal principles, and the art is 
logic—the systematic and skilful combination of the facts and 
the pd Fry Of course, in the practice of this art a 


great deal depends upon intellectual qualities, without a cer- 
fain measure of which success is difficult; but still there are 
some general rules which it is useful to observe, and these 
general rules that I am now going to speak to are not the rules 
of the schools as you will find in Cotillon, but are certain 
ages rules, which by my intercourse with older lawyers, or 
my experience, seem to me to be well worthy of observation. 
In _first place, the statement of facts, as the foundation of 
the logical structure, demands careful attention. It should be 
Without prolixity, full and exhaustive. There is nothing which 
young pleaders, full of the coming argument, are more apt to 
treat with carelessness; and yet an argument without facts is 
a house built on sand, which, although constructed with all the 
pe vd in the ieee yg: yee: down beneath some little 
ce over: or forgotten. The first reputation 
which a pleader should set himself to acquire is a eceian 
for his facts with unscrupulous accuracy. I need say 
nothing of intentional misstatements, because no member of 
an honourable body would be guilty of that. But there is 
Ritiod! orgts we triacs laets ts the moe et cance 
. co) acts in e of statement so 
a5 to omit those which are adverse, and unduly exaggerate 
those which are favourable; but no. man who indulges in this 
habit in the slightest degree ever can become a great pleader. 
It has two great disadvantages—in the first place, it is neces- 
sarily inconsistent with high art, because exactly in proportion 
to the tion or distortion of the fact, is the argument 
false and powerless, It is like the tricks of painting, which, 
while they produce effects startling to the vulgar, the educated 
eye detects and disdains, Nothing has a greater tendency to 
corrupt and deteriorate the logical perception than the habit of 
looking for aid in false premises to assist a difficult or despe- 
Fate process of reasoning. A second and necessary effect is 
distrust in the mind of the judge. A logical fallacy may be 
difficult to discern, but imperfect statement of fact is short- 
sighted as well as injurious, and a very few instances will pro- 
duce in your accustomed tribunal a distrust far more easy to 
create than to dispel. I am the more anxious to impress this 
ee ea se 8.55 9 saan sites at ude to avoid, and 
BO cause which operates so pow in ucin, 
slovenly and imperfect pleading. But you aaaen — 





that much legitimate art may not, be expended. simply on the 
statements of facts. It is one great department of skilful plead- 
ing. In the hands of a master the statement of fact suggests so 
much that when it is finished the battle is half over. The cireum- 
stances have all fallen into their proper order with so much 
cohevrence—they hold such a clear and logical relation to each 
other—that the desired result starts up before you before any 
words have even framed it. I have known pleaders who 
possessed this faculty in great perfection, and who, while 
apparently stating in the most natural order, and in the sim- 
plest language, an unvarnished series of circumstances, had so 
arranged them, with reference to logical order, that the argu- 
ment was begun, conducted, and riveted before the tale of facts 
was ended. This, which is one of the highest acquirements of 
the art, is not only not to be confounded with inaccurate state- 
ment, but is quite inconsistent with it. It consists in so ad- 
justing the order and manner of the narrative, as that it shall 
bear its proper relation to the legal principles which you are 
anxious to deduce from or apply to them, and the habit of en. 
deavouring to excel in this branch of pleading is the surest 
safeguard against being betrayed into the error I have endea- 
youred to warn you against. There is also another great ad- 
vantage, in oral pleading especially, in performing this part of 
the duty with deliberation and care. It gives ease and confi- 
dence to the reasoning which is to follow. The pleader, as he 
feels that step by step he is building his edifice on a sure foun- 
dation, takes courage, and when his coping stone is fairly 
placed, he plants his foot firmly on it, and commences his rea- 
soning, with the certainty that he has all his materials before 
him, It is plain also, that in order to bring this statement-to 
the desired result, it must be framed with a full. knowledge and 
appreciation of the legal principles to be applied—in other 
words, no man need attempt it who is not thoroughly master of 
his case. He must have weighed and pondered over it, and 
scrupulously estimated the precise effect which the facts have on 
the law to be maintained; and whether the case be important or 
unimportant, the practitioner should never hold his duty dis- 
charged until he has constructed his argument with as much eo- 
herenceand solidity as it admits of. Every case should beregarded 
as an exercise in his profession, to be performed as perfectly 
as possible, and the pleasure which the artistic labour confers 
will reward him amply, however insignificant the stake may be. 
The facts, however, stated, the next question is, on what rules 
should reasoning be conducted? I assume, of course, at present 
that the pleader has mastered the law applicable to his case. 
The question is how he is to apply it. Now, one great rule 
shall suggest, as it was to me by the greatest pleader of his time 
—the late Lord Rutherfurd, who said to me—“ Never think 
what you can say about the legal argument; consider how you 
are to gain your case.” There is no error which a young 
pleader is so apt to run into as exhausting his ingenuity in 
maintaining lega: sophisms or subtle refinements which he has 
charmed himself into admiring. There is no trick of fancy so 
strong as that which makes a lawyer enamoured of an argament 
he has himself invented; especially if his practice is not great 
and his mind has had time to dwell on the process, it is wonder- 
ful how clear and conclusive a fallacy will become to his owa 
mind, when any other mind will at once detect it. But even if 
the subtlety have some legal truth to recommend it, he must 
remember that he has to address himself. to a judge who has 
had other things to do than to split intellectual hairs for the 
last fortnight—and that the attempt, in the course of a single 
address, to educate the judge to his own pitch of refinement, 
must necessarily be hopeless. There is no cure for this state.of 
mind so effectual, no means so potent of dispelling the day-dreams 
of an inventor of fallacies, as the prosaic question, Will it gain the 
case? It may display acuteness, indicate great power of 
analysis, be really a creditavle specimen of metaphysical 
analysis; but all is useless if it will not gain the case. 

true process is, when the facts and the legal principles are 

mastered, to sit down quietly to consider how the battle is to 
be gained and the citadel stormed. ‘This also is a task which 

presupposes and insures thorough knowledge of the case. ‘The 

temptation is often great to be satisfied with saying something 

smart and plausible upon it; but when the line of argument is 
fairly canvassed and considered, aud the points in which victory 

is probably determined, throw away all the rest. Lf they won't 

gain the case they are worse than worthless, whatever their 
merits in points of ingenuity; for yothing so much injures the 
effect of a sound and strong argument as to tind it alongside 

weak one. In the next place go straight to your advorsary’s 

arguments. It was told to me of the great Jobn Clark, who 
was.in his time probably. the acutest and most powerful man 

at the bar, that he despised greatly some of his contemporaries 
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who went round about and round about their adversary, and 
never fairly met him, but endeavoured to draw away the 
attention of the Court from his argument. Again, never 
mis-state your adversary’s argument, but rather the re- 
verse; and here I may quote without offence, the prac- 
tice of a great living pleader, now on the bench—I mean 
the present Lord . Justice-Clerk—who, in legal dialectics, 
was probably as accomplished a man as the bar of Scotland 
ever produced. He never mis-stated his adversary’s argument 
—he even stated it more strongly than his adversary had 
done, just in order that his triumph might be greater, when, 
after having strengthened the argument in that way, he was 
enabled to crumble it into atoms. ‘There is, however, a sug- 
goin which I also learned from some. of the luminaries of 
former days, who studied this art of pleading, probably with 
greater accuracy than we do, because, as their oral pleadings 
were not so frequent, they were able to give them more care 
and consideration, But I remember my father stating 
to me as a rule that he had often practised with success 
when hard pressed by the difficulties, and intricacies, and 
power of the opposite argument—and I think I may say of 
him that he was, perhaps, the fairest pleader of his time— 
“ It is,” he said, ‘a perfectly legitimate proceeding, if you find 
that your adversary’s plan of reasoning looks so coherent and 
compact that you cannot break it, and that the judges or the 
audience are impressed with it, to begin at the other end of the 
chain. If the opposing argument proceeds by induction, do 
you proceed by analysis; if if commences with the statement 
of fact, you may begin with the statement of the law; and in 
that way you get the mind of the judges fresh fo attend to 
your argument, and you have not to labour to show where the 
weak link is in a chain so artificially and scientifically con- 
structed as that of your adversary.” After some observations 
on style, his lordship expressed his disapprobation of the man- 
ner in which witnesses were very frequently examined; the 
questions put to them should_be really questions, and the wit- 
nesses should be left to tell their own story in their own way. 
He likewise stated his disapproval of the custom which some 
had of brow-beating witnesses in cross-examination. His 
lordship concluded by observing that he had thrown out some 
hints, and given them a few disjointed materials, their reflec- 
tion on which wien not altogether be misapplied. If he had 
done anything whatever to encourage the young student in 
that profession in which he (the Lord Advocate) had spent his 
life, and to which he was ardently attached—it is one of the 
noblest. exercises of the intellect, and one of the most useful 
avoeations in which a citizen of a free country could engage— 
he would be amply repaid for having availed himself of the 
fet. ompostaslty which they had afforded him of meeting 
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Che Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, Xe. 


LAMBETH POLICE COURT. 


James William Howell, who stood committed for trial ou 

three distinct charges of obtaining money by false pretences by 

a orb himself to be the secretary to the Society 

for the Abolition of Imprisonment for Debt, a society not 

Pama was again placed at the bar on a charge of 
ry. 





Mr, Pollard, from the office of the solicitor to the Treasury, 
attended for the prosecution, and said the case he had at pre- 
sent to prefer against the prisoner was one of forgery in writing 
and signing a check in the name of Sir Richard Bethell, her 
Majesty's Attorney-General, and the witnesses he should call 
would leave no doubt as to the guilt of the prisoner. 


Mr. Richard Tyson said that on the 24th of August last he 
was engaged by the prisoner as his clerk, who on the following 
day A aa him a check for £3 10s., which purported to be drawn 
by Sir Richard Bethell on Coutts’ bank, and said that Sir 
Richard had thoughtlessly crossed and sent it so late by post 
that he could not get it passed through his own banker's, and, 
therefore, wished. him (witness) toget the cash for it somewhere 
or other, or, if not; to borrow a sovereign on it until Monday 
morning. He took the check to the Bull's Head, in Vere- 
street, Clare-market, and asked. Mr. Knight, the landlord, for 

for it. Mr. Knight said it was not convenient for him 
ge the check, but at his request he advanced a sovereign 





on it, which sovereign he gave to the prisoner. The prisoner 
at that time had an office in Portsmouth-chambers, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, and represented himself as secretagy to the Society 
for the Abolition of Imprisonment for Debt, a society to which 
Sir Richard Bethell Mr. Edwin Jamés, and other well-known 
persons, belonged. After receiving the sovereign the prisoner 
told him (witness) to call on Mr. Knight and request him not 
to part with the check, but to keep it until 11 o'clock om the 
Monday morning, when he should call, return the sovereign, 
and take back the check, observing that Sir Richard might be 
displeased at tinding that his check had passed through the 
hands of a publican or distiller. 


Mr. Pollard.—You have seen the prisoner write, now I wish 
you to look at the check, and tell me your belief as to whether 
it is not in the handwriting of the prisoner? 


Witness —It is my belief that it is in the prisoner's hand- 
writing, though an attempt has been made to. disgnise. the 
writing. The prisoner had appointed to meet me at the office 
on the morning of the 27th of August, but he did not come, 
and I have not seen him from that.time until this day. 


Mr. Knight, landlord of the Bull’s Head public-house, 10, 
Vere-street, Clare-market, deposed to having received the check 
produced from the last witness, and advanced a sovereign on it, 
which he never got back, He took the check to and presented 
it for payment at the banking-house of Messrs. Coutts & Co., 
and was told that Sir Richard Bethell kept no account there, 
and, of course, it was not paid. 


Mr. Tenpenny, the landlord of Portsmouth. chambers,, said 
that on the evening of Saturday, the 25th of August, the pri- 
soner handed him the check produced by the last witness, and 
pressed him to cash it himself or to get the cash for it, saying 
that Sir Richard Bethell, the drawer, had inadvertently. crossed 
it, and that it was then too late to pass it through his own 
bankers. He (witness) objected at the time to have anything 
to do with the check, believing it to have deen written by the 
prisoner himself. At the time the prisoner spoke to him he 
held an envelope in his hand, as if he had just taken the check 
out of it, and he had no doubt the efivelope produced was the 
same. 


Mr. Pollard here handed the envelope in question to the 
magistrate, remarking that though it bore the ordinary stamp 
and was addressed to the prisoner, it had never passed 
the Post-office, and the directions were évidently in the pri- 
soner’s handwriting. 

Mr. Frederick Gibbons, one of the clerks in the service or 
any part of the produced was in ndwriting 
Richard Bethell, nor did he think that Sir Richard kept any 
account at the banking-house of Messrs. Coutts. 


Police-constable 37 F said he took the prisoner into custody 
and in a pocket-book in his possession he found the envelop 
produced. , 

This closed the evidence, and the. prisoner, who declined 
offering anything in defence, saying he should reserve what he 
had to in for another place, was committed for trial on this as 
on the other charges. 


We understand that Mr. J. Leigh, now stipendiary —_ 
trate at Wolverhampton, will sueceed to the vacancy on 

metropolitan bench caused by the death of Mr. Jardine. Mr. 
Leigh will sit at Worship-street police-court, in the reom of 
Mr, Barker, who will be transferred to Clerkenwell, in sueees- 
sion to Mr. Corrie, who has already taken Mr. Jardine’s place 


at Bow-street. Mr. W. Partridge, of the Oxford circuit, has 
been appointed stipendiary magistrate at Wolverhampton, in 
the room of Mr. Leigh. 

The Recordership of Bath, vacant by Mr. Jardine’s death , 
will be filled by Mr. T. W. Saunders, of the Western circuit, 
now Recorder of Dartmouth. 

Mr. Henry Druit Phillips, of No. 11, Abchureli-Ithe, it the 
city of London, has been appointed a commissioner 
administering oaths in the Courts of Queen's Bencli, Common 
Pleas, and Exchequer. 

Mr, John Watson, solicitor of Durham, has been appointed 
clerk to the magistrates of Lanchester, 
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Correspondence. 


CONVEYANCE TO OR BY A FEME COVERT. 


T. W. by will gave all his real estates unto his daughter 
E., the wife of J.S. “To hold to her my said daughter to 
the use ot such person or persons for such estate or estates, 
and upon and for such trusts, ends, intents, and purposes as 
my said daughter E. S. shall (notwithstanding her coverture), 
by any deed or deeds, writing or writings, to be by her duly 
executed, or by her last will and testament in writing, to be 
executed as the law requires, direct, limit, or appoint, and in 
default of such direction, limitation, or appointment, to the 
use of the said E. S., her heirs and assigns for ever, as if she 
were sole and unmarried.”  Testator also appointed his 
daughter sole executrix. 

Now, my simple question is, whether E. S. (who is living 
apart from her husband, and receives an allowance from hi 
under a separation deed), can make a proper conveyance of 
any estate (for she is also her father’s heiress-at-law), to a 
purchaser without acknowledging the deed as a married 
woman, or without her husband executing such conveyance, 
and also supposing a conveyance to be made to her, whether 
she can direct it to be made in the words by which her father 
T. W. devised his estates to her. It appears to me that she 
can make a conveyance as if she were a feme sole; for the 
words of the will give her a qualified estate which remains in 
suspense until she exercises the power, and then it vests in the 
purchaser without any further act. I shall be glad to have the 
opinion of some of my brother practitioners upon the point, 
as it is likely that it will be bronght under my notice in the 
course of a few days, to carry out into practice; but I am 
anxious as it may be important to others to have a little light 
thrown upon it. 

King’s Lynn. 


SOLICITORS’ CHARGE ON APPLICATION FOR 
A DEBT. 


J. N. CHADWICK. 








I believe I am correct in stating, in reply to X. Y. Z.’s 
question in your last number, that a solicitor cannot refuse to 
ray, payment of the debt unaccompanied by the 5s. or 6s. 8d. 
for the application, Should the debt, however, come to hand 
in the shape of a P. O. order or a cheque, I believe the 
solicitor is at perfect liberty to treat it not as money, and to 
return the order or cheque (or hold it), and issue a writ for the 
debt due. Indeed, in more than one instance, where the 
debtor has required time, and the creditor's solicitor has there- 
upon seen his client or corresponded with him and the debtor on 
the subject, and granted him the time required upon condition 
that he paid the solicitor’s charges (say 13s. 4d. or £1 1s. Od.), 
which he certainly ought to do in such a case, and at the end 
of the time the debt came to hand without the charges, I 
have known a P. O. order or cheque treated as waste paper, 
and a writ issued;.and I believe this to be of frequent 
occurrence. Of course, the solicitor can claim the cost of the 
application from his own client, although the debtor is morally 
bound to pay it; as I think, the solicitor might, if he 
pleased, issue the writ first and send the letter afterwards, or 
not at all. SHarp PRACTICE. 





In reply to X. Y. Z.’s note inserted in your Journal of the 
29th ultimo, I beg to say no solicitor can legally refuse to 
accept a debt for the payment of which he applied, although 
the party refuse to pay the solicitor’s letter demanding payment; 
and if the solicitor afterwards ht an action for the 
recovery of the said debt, the defe t pleading the tender 
before action, and paying the money into court, and proving 
the same by evidence at the trial, the solicitor’s client would 
be nonsuited. A Managine Crier, 


ATTORNEYS AND THEIR AGENTS, 

I have read the letter from your correspondent, in your 
nomber of the 29th September, signed a “ Country Attorney,” 
and can endorse what he haswritten, As I do not imagine that 
London attorneys who neglect to pay their agents in the 
country, read so good a periodical as the Solicitors’ Journal, 
mf aw not be very likely to see our letters on this subject. 

may suggest to your correspondent the 1 
have adopted with success in such cases. If the London 


attorney do not pay for service of writ and letter within rea- 
smable time after a request once or twice made, I wait a month 





and issue a county court summons. This has only twoor three 
times been necessary, and in each case payment has been made 
before the court day. If the London attorney write for affi- 
davit, he not having paid for service of writ and letter, I send 
the affidavit, not to him, but to my own town agents, and write 
to the plaintiff's attorney that it is there, and will be handed 
over to him on payment of my charges. I am glad to sa 
such instances are exceptional, but when they occur I think 
they ought to be resisted, even at the expense of a little trouble, 
DERBY ATTORNEY. 


DISTRAINT FOR RENT—BROKERS’ CHARGES, 


I send you a bill * lately sent to me by a broker, under a dis- 
traint for rent amounting to £48. 
I shall feel extremely obliged by any of your correspondents 
favouring me with their sentiments on its validity. 
I am told that the charge of £2 8s. should legally cover all 
the subsequent charges except that for the ian, 
MICUS. 





APPORTIONMENT—RENT. 


Will one of your correspondents give their opinion on the fol- 
lowing case. 

A, sells an estate in lots, B. is tenant of the whole estate for 
(say) £100. C. becomes the purchaser of one lot, and A, in- 
forms C. that the proportion of rent for his lot is £30. B. is no 
party to this apportionment. 

Can C., after giving notice to B. of the apportionment, dis- 
train or bring an action against B. for the next, half-year's rent 
of £15 that may accrue due? , 

And will C.’s powers be strengthened by A.’s giving notice to 
B. of the apportionment ? A Youne BEGINNER, ° 


~ 
— 


The Provinces. 


ood 


Bricuton.—The following is taken from a local paper in 
reference to the holding the sessions in this town, and the ab. 
sence of Mr, James, the Recorder:—‘ When are the sessions to 
be held? asked Mr. Bigge, the stipendiary-magistrate, of Chief 
Officer White, at the Brighton borough bench, on Thursday, the 
27th ult.—Chief Officer: I do not know, sir.—Mr. Bigge: Where 
is the Recorder? Chief Officer: He isin Naples, sir, and thereis 
no; telling when he will be here. Mr. Lamb said he might be 
Prime Minister —Mr. Bigge, (smilingly:) We had better send 
Starley, the detective, after him.—Chief Officer: The precept 
for the Recorder to fill up the date he will hold the session has 
been sent up, but no answer has been received. It is over the 
three months, and we have got twenty prisoners for trial. So 
whilst the hon, member for Marylebone (Mr. Edwin James) is 
‘sympathizing’ with liberty in Italy, the poor prisoners in Eng- 
land are left untried in prison.”—A letter, however, in reply to 
this has been addressed to the Times, by a “ practising barris- 
ter,” in which he denies that there has been any unusual de 
in holding the sessions, He states that under the Munici 
par gc Act, a Recorder is bound to hold four sessions in 
each year, and that they are invariably fixed as nearly as con- 
veniently can be at the end of every three montlis from the 
preceding session. The assizes were held at Lewes, on tho 20th 
of July last, when every borough as well as county prisoner 
was tried; and the next sessions have been fixed to be held on 





the 12th inst. The first prisoner now awaiting his trial was 
committed on the 25th of July last, so that there to 
be no ground for the charge made against the learned 

of red ten of duty. 


Darrmoutu.—There is a vacancy in the ion of 
this town in consequence of the death of Mr: Dunn, who is 
reported to have died at sea while en route for Australia. 


Honiron.—It is rumoured that Mr. Jenkin, the solicitor of 
Swansea, will be a candidate for the representation of Honiton, 












* Levy for £48 rent to Michaelmas .... + 22 8 0 
Man in possession, 7 days 30, Od... 14 6 
dppelest stomp ANA OAL seccecsercerersreeens ° 5 6 

aluation and condemnation by two appraisers,....... 215 0 
{ £6 13 0 

N.B, The peaked maintained by defendant during the 

time he was in 4 ; 
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a seat forwhich -has-become:vacant ‘by the death of Mr. 
Locke. M: Jenkin is stated to be a Conservative. 

.—At.a meeting of the council of the Chamber 
of Commerce, on Monday, the Ist inst., Thomas Mallinson, Esq., 
the President, in the chair, it was decided to send a deputation 
to join the Leeds Chamber in their intended conference with 
Lord Palmerston on the bankruptcy laws. 


Lgsps. — A special meeting of the town council was 
held. on the 29th ult.; the mayor presiding. Before pro- 
ceeding with the notices on the paper his worship said he 
wished to move a resolution expressive of sympathy with Mrs, 
Ikin on the loss of her late husband. The resolution which he 
proposed to move was as follows:—‘ That this council record 
their high sense of the able, zealous, and faithful services ren- 


‘ dered to this borough by their late much respected town clerk, 


John Arthur Ikin, Esq., during the seventeen years he held 
that important office, and that the mayor be requested to send 
a copy of this resolution to Mrs. Ikin, with an assurance of the 
sympathy of the council with her ‘under her heavy loss.” In 
moving the resolution he said he was sure the council would 
join in the sincere regret which he felt at the loss of so excel- 
lent a public servant. Mr, Ikin had served the borough with 
dignity and ability, and they could not do less than express 
their condolence with the widow under her bereavement.—Mr. 
Alderman Botterill seconded the resolution, and spoke in 

igh terms of the straightforward and upright character of Mr. 

—The motion was carried ‘unanimously. 


ParsteY.—The freedom of this city has been presented to 
Lord Brougham. 

‘Reapine.—Mr. Serjt. Pigott isa candidate for the represen- 
tation of this borough in Parliament.—Mr, Francis Pigott, the 
present member, is about to retire on receiving the appointment 
of Governor ‘of the Isle of Man. 


ye 
aa 





Foreign Tribunals and BFurisprudence. 


(From the Gazette des Tribuneauc, by Witu1AM HACKETT, 


Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


COMPARISON OF THE CODES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 
IN FRANCE AND GERMANY. 


(By E. Zinn, President of the Chamber of the Supreme Court 
of the Kingdom of Bavaria.—Munich, 1860.) 

The civil code of France, which bears the name of one of the 
greatest geniuses of modern times, has long possessed with cer- 
tain foreign nations an indisputable pre-eminence. The Code 
Napoléon has, in point of fact, extended its scientific domination 
far beyond the political and military influence of France. And 
not only has this power survived reverses of French arms, but it 
has continued to increase every day more and more. Thus, 
without reckoning the States which, like Belgium, the Grand 
Duchy of Berg, Rhenish Prussia, Rhenish Bavaria, Poland, &c., 
have of their own accord preserved the civil laws of France 
imposed on them by the First Empire, many other countries 
of the civilised world, Sardinia, the Two Sicilies, almost the 
whole of Italy, the Ionian Isles, Bolivia, Louisiana, Hayti, &c., 
have published civil codes which are only a more or less literal 
imitation of the Code Napoléon. Accordingly French jurists 
are.wont, imitating the ambitious prophecy of Bigot de Préa- 
Meneu, to call code “the common law of the whole 


The superiority of the French code of procedure is not so 
well established as that of the civil code; and yet (according to 
the French) all who are acquainted with or who practise it, all 
who, without dreading the a t dryness of the subject, will 
meditate and compare it with either the old forms which regu- 
lated litigation, or the codes of procedure of other contem 
nations, will equally be forced to acknowledge that the | 
procedure, im t as it may be, is still the best code of civil 
procedure in Europe. 

One of the most eminent magistrates of the Supreme Court 
of Bavaria, the President Zink, has:just published a very re- 
markable work at Munich, the fruit of profound theoretical 
studies and practical observations made during the course of a 
long and laborious career. M. Zink, who combines with a 
marvellous‘sagacity the studious and patient habits of the Ger- 
man character, soon after he commenced his judiaial functions, 


Perceived the numerous lacune and the fundamental viogs of |. 





the German civil procedure... This procedure is, in effect, only 
a complicated assemblage of forms, of injunctions, of subtleties, 
without any bond of union, without general and superior prin- 
ciples; an ill-digested mixture of borrowings from the Roman 
law, from the canon law, and from feudal customs; taking no 
account of the change of manners, of the social necessities, or 
the progress of juridical science; and especially di in; 
new wants created in an advanced stage of civilization by the 
continual movement of the relations of commerce and business, 
Before such a state of things the learned istrate did not 
hesitate to sacrifice all feeling of national self-love; and only 
obeying the wish to be useful to his country, he undertook the 
task of pointing out, by the light of true principles, the most 
efficacious means of radically reforming a system whose noto- 
rious defects daily fetter the beneficial work of civil justice. 
With this object in view M. Zink thought he could not do 
better than have recourse to the simplest and surest mode—viz. 
comparison. He therefore thoroughly investigated the French 
code of procedure, whose relative superiority he had perceived, 
since it is at present in use in part of his own country (Rhenish 
Bavaria), Not content with these theoretical studies, he fol- 
lowed for many years the jurisprudence of the French courts 
by studying the most important law suits in controversy before 
the various tribunals, carefully noting every act, every legal 
formality, every expedient—in a word, all the successive 

of the debate. 

The second volume of the work of M. Zink, which forms, as 
it were, the appendix to his work, is devoted to the juridical 
exposition of numerous celebrated suits, which he had carefully 
and diligently attended. This volume is certainly the most 
interesting, and at the same time the most useful, study that 
can be made of French legislation—it is the civil law in action. 
It is a selection of all the different modes of procedure; where 
every part has its historical explanation, its scientific and 
judicial justification; where every part is united, and converges 
in regular order to the definite end, which is the judgment. 
Such a work must be of immense use to all young practitioners, 
who, having become imbued with the principles and theories of 
law, desire to make their studies fruitful by applying their 
principles and theories to actual practice, In the first volume 
the author delineates with great accuracy and clearness a com- 
parison of the civil procedure in France and Germany. He is 
decidedly an advocate for the French system, and particularly 
blames the German procedure for its narrow and strict for- 
mality, suggestive of the scholastic philosophy of the Lower 
Empire, for its didactic tendency which is so that 
it does not admit of proof of a matter of fact, except by the 
strict formulas of arithmetical equation, as if the question to be 
solved were a problem in algebra—in a word, that in this close 
and relentless embrace it stifles the conscience, the enlighten- 
ment, and the intelligence of the judge. And, in truth, the 
P ure in Germany is still circumscribed, and, as it were, 
suffocated by all the restrictions derived from the middle ages. 
It is a species of tariff which points out the legal weight of each 
proof, of each demi-proof, of each quarter of a proof. It is not 
satisfied with depriving the elements of certainty of all moral 
weight; it carries mathematical rigour so far as to add them up 
and subtract them, in the same way as it counts the number of 
witnesses instead of weighing the authority and credibility of 
their testimony. According to it two witnesses prove twice as 
much as one witness; and, as in the canton of Vaud, the 
testimony of two women is worth only the evidence of a 
single man. In the same way, an extra judicial confession 
or admission is only equal to a presumption, and a pre- 
sumption only amounts to a half-proof. It may be 
asked, how in such an enlightened country as Germany, 
a land which has prodyced so many illustrious philoso- 
phers, so many eminent jurists, it has been possible to main- 
tain up to this time such a materialist system, in which the 
moral appreciation of the judge is annulled, and in whieh his 
inmost conviction, the necessary result of all the proofs of the 
suit, is thus tortured and mutilated in this procrustean bed of 
the theory of legal proofs. Vainly do you imagine that trath, 
the supreme and constant end of the investigation of the judge, 
should reach him by all possible ways of perception —by 
mind, by the sense, by the conscience, by that undefinable variety 
of observations and proofs which constitute judicial experience; 
no, the German procedure answers, in that superannuated adage 
of the notaries of the thirteenth century: ‘* Quidquid non in 
actis, non in modo.” There is no truth for us beyond what is 
materially authentic or established by sach a number or such 
akind of proofs. Everything, even matters of public note- 
riety, must bo regularly os by the tac of legal prot 

On this subject M, Zink cites a considerable. aumber of ia~ 





912 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oocr. 6, 1860: 








stances, in which this obstinate formalism, so favourable to dis- 
honest practitioners, leads to the strangest and most deplorable 
results. Thus, for example, a tribunal of Electoral Hesse, 
having to fix the smount of damages claimed by a widow 
against a man who had, through imprudence, caused the death 
of her husband, placed the onus on this poor widow of proving 
by legal waysthe age which the deceased would probably have 
attained if he had not been killed. So that the righis of this 
poor woman, which should have been sacred, were completely 
destroyed by the judicial impossibility of proving what, in the 
eyes of every man of sense, is part of the sovereign and dis- 
cretionary appreciation of the judge or jury. This unreason- 
able exaggeration of legal forms produces another inconvenience, 
not less important than the denial of justice: this is the inter- 
minable slowness of the procedure even in the simplest cases. 
Instead of being the means of facilitating the progress of af- 
fairs, the German procedure seems conceived in order to fetter 
their natural course at every step, by the most inconceivable 
complications and exigencies. It follows that even to carry 
into effect a judgment or any other authentic act, the creditor 
has to contend with difficulties and obstacles of the most for- 
midable description. M. Zink cites some instances which sur- 
pass all that has ever been imagined of the crafty devices of 
the old Norman lawyers. To all students of jurisprudence the 
learned work of M. Zink will prove deeply interesting; to 
French lawyers it is additionally valuable, as it is, in their eyes, 
owe proof of the great and increasing influence of French 
ideas, 


a 
— 





Lorrsries.—It has hitherto been not unusual for the articles 
left unsold at bazaars held for charitable purposes, to be dis- 
posed of afterwards by lottery. It appears, however, that that 
method of dealing with them is quite illegal, and if practised in 
future, may be attended by unpleasant results. The Solicitor 
of the Treasury has just pointed out to some promoters of a 
bazaar at Stourbridge, that their proposal to hold a lottery 
would render them liable to heavy penalties, and it has been 
found necessary to abandon the scheme. 


Bawxrvrptctes TH1s YEAR.--The number of bankruptcies 
gazetted in the first eight months of the present year was 764, 
being at the rate of 1,146 per annum. The annual average of 
the ious ten years has been 1,090, so that if the present 

tcy rate is mantained, the current year will be 56 above 
the average. Of the 764 bankruptcies gazetted this year, 372 
have occurred in the metropolitan districts, 42 in the Liverpool, 
38 in the Manchester, 122 in the Birmingham, 70 in the Leeds, 
66 in the Bristol, 31 in the Exeter, and 23 in the Newcastle 
district. These figures are interesting as far as they go, but 
they take no account of the host of cases which are settled by 
private arrangement among the creditors concerned. 


Lorp Broveuam.—Lord Brougham completed his 82d 
year on the 18th inst. He was admitted an advocate of the 
Scottish bar in 1800, was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in 1808, was appointed Attorney-General to Queen Caroline 
in April, 1820, and was Lord Chancellor from 1830 to 1834 in 
Earl Grey’s Government. 


In the year war the 30th of June last, the Great North- 
ern Company paid no less a sum than £26 312, under the 
head of compensation for accidents and losses. 


7s 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
CLARK—On Sept. 27, the wife of Alfred Clark, Esq., Solicitor, of a 


se + ap 4, the wife of W. S. Jones, Jun., Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 

O’BYRNE—On Sept. 29, the wife of Robert O’Byrne Barrister-at- 
Law, of a daughter. , WF, Fe 

SMITH—On Sept. 2, the wife of Archibald Smith, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law, of @ son. 





MARRIAGES. 
DEN NEHY—JOHNSTON—On Sept. 29, at Liverpool, Laurence Dennehy, 
Esq., of Dublin, Solicitor, to Sdleenarad Johnston, of Mountpleasant. 
ee tern 2, Arabella Ellen, the only surviving 
les, Hag. F. BA ©.8., to John Cordy 


MELAOMPE-BAMFIELD—Omn Se 36, the 9 we Bor. Chgsegher Henry 
road! Baibeld an, of Fai: 
4 Carne, "ead engines i the tate Some’ 


LACH Lak —om Oct. tanga ot the tana tek tle bp morn ms yg Ta 


. MAXWELL—QUILL—On Sept. 29, at Dunloe, Patrick Maxwell 





1, Solicitor, 

Esq., Dublin, to Annie, only daughter of the late Captain John T. Quill, 
82nd Regiment. oe Pe me 

MELLOR—PAGET—On Sept. 27, at Rucdington, John William Mellér. 
Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, eldest os of ieee ene 
Esq., of the Inner Temple, Q.C., M.P., of Otterspool, in the county 
Herts, to Caroline, fourth daughter of Bow Paget, Esq., M.P., “4 

Ruddington Grange, in the county of Ni 
MOORE—WEST—On Sept. 27, at alate Eustace, Henry O'Hara 
Moore, Esq., M.A., of t e Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to > Elizabete 

Charlotte, eldest daughter of George White West, Esq., of =e 
county Kil lo 

PECK—HEATH—0On Oct. 4, Jasper Kenrick Peck, Esq., of Lincoln’ 
Barrister-at-Law, to Mary, second daughter of Christopher Heath, Beg., 
of 28, Gordon-square. 

WESTON—LANE—On Sept. 27, at Templebrady, Captain Henry W: 
late of the Hon. East India Civil Service, to Harriet Rebecca, tnt 
daughter of James Lane, Esq., Solicitor, Cork. 


WHITE—ELVY—On Sept. 27, Thomas pate White, Esq., of the 


Inner Temple, to Jane, eldest daughter of F. B. Elvy, Esq., Bowhill, 
Yalding. 


DEATHS. 
ALLAN—On “iF 29, at Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Michael Allan, 
Solicitor, aged 39 , ‘ad Ea. 
CHUBB—On Sept. 30, Thomas, the yourgest son of William Chubb, 
4 No. 14, South-square, Gray’s-inn, Solicitor, aged two months and { 
ys. 
HAZARD—On Oct. 2, Jane, the beloved wife of Thomas Hazard, Evyq., %, 
Lincoln’ s-inn-fields, 
HESP—On Sept. 28, at Scarborough, John Hesp, Esq., Solicitor, aged 69, 
JACQUES—On Sept. 23, aged five years, Frances Elizabeth, eldest daughter 
of F. V. Jacques, Esq., Solicitor, Bristol. 
———_>———- 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of one" heretofore standing in the tollowing Names willte 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimant 
appear within Three Months:— : 

Devon, James, Gent., Curtain-road, £460 Consols.—Claimed by wun 
Devon and Mary Ann Sayers, Widow (formerly Mary my Devon, 
Widow). 

Fernez, Toomas, Builder, Highgate, and Resecca Ferg, his wife, £100 
New Three oad Cents.—Claimed by Tuomas FEBNRE and 
FERNEB, his 

Simpson, Rev. Hukay Trait, and George Avucustus Susideon, both of 
Marshall, Dorset, £111 6s. 7d. Consols.—Claimed by Henry Trai, 
Simpson and GEORGE Avcustvus SIMPsoN, 


= 


English Munds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 





Enciisn Funps. | |RatLways— Continued. | 


Bank Stock . {\ Stock ‘Landon and Blackwall. 


3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. «» {| Stock) Lon. hton& $.Coast 
3 per Cent, Cons. Ann. 25 |Lon. Chatham & Dover 
New 3 per Cent. Ann..) ..  ||Stock| Londonand N.-Wstrn.. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.) .. 12} | Ditto Fighths .... 
Consels foraccount .. Stock|London & §8.-Westrn. 
Long Ann. (exp. Apr} .. || Stock|Man.Sheff.& Lincoln.. 
5, 1885) Stock) Midland ..-.+..++ 
India Debentures 1858. Stock| Ditto Birm. & Derby 
185 a ee Stock! Norfolk. evcvceue 
odlndecek. Stock| North British TeTiytt) 
India Loan Scrip. . Stock | North-Eastn.(Brwck,) 
India 5 per Cent, 1859. Stock} Ditto Leeds ...... 
India Bonds (£1000) .. -|'Stock| Ditto York ...... 
Do. (under £1000)... Stock| North London........ 
Exch. Bills (£1000),.. Stock)Oxford, Worcester, & 
Ditto (£500).... Wolverhampton .. 
Ditto (Small) .. 20 |Portsmouth...s.+..00| + 
Stock | Scottish Central..... 
Stock | Scot. - E. Aberdeen} 
RaiLway Stock. Stoe! paonebari ass 
Shrs. Stock} Do. aeotsh 
Stock! Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc. ropshire Giles’ ees 
tock Peer here and Exeter.... 
Stock WAll «sees ee 
Stock East Anglian poecccds 
Stock} Eastern Counties .... 
Eastern Union A. Stock 
Ditto B. Stock.... 
East Lancashire . 


Edinburgh & Glasgow. 
siger'na Do 
OW - 
Western ..ssccevse Chesteeand Hol head, 
Great Northern ...... Ditto 54 per mt... 
Ditto A, Stock.... k} Ditto r Cent .. 
Ditto B. Stock.... East » guar. 6 
Gt. —— & Westn. 
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Lonvon Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Wrssolved. 
Tuxepay, Oct. 2, 1860. 

” qeente, Wittiam Owen pel hey Grevinut, & Joan 
ttorneys and Solicitors, 28, St. 1 , London, by 

meal consent, 20 far ax Wiliam Owen Owen John Tucker is concerned. 

Le Farmar, Oct. 5, 1860. 


mis, & JOHN and Solicitors, 


PWeRNETT, J; FReperick Apams, Attorneys 
61, Lincoln ‘inn fields, by mutual consent, Sept. 20th, 1860. 


GWA indings-up of Point Stock Companies. 
Toespay, Oct. 2, 1860. 
Luttrep In Bankrorrcy. 


L Discount Company (Limtrep).—Petition to wind up, presefited 
Sep preci, wt be heard before Commissioner Evans, Basinghall- 
street, on al 


Fawar, Oct. 5, 1860, 
Limrrep in Banxruptcr. 


AND nis Re ous Waesr Comp, 
“aah, tri 29, will be héearad 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict, cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 2, 1860, 


UTON, gear Grocer, Cirencester, Gloucestershire (who died on 
“ee, 1860). Sewell, Newmarch, & Francis, Solicitors, Cirencester 
. 17, 


Daguna, Susanna, Widow, Sowe, Warwickshire (who died on or about 

i -. sana. sinates & Son, Solicitors, 27, Trinity Churchyard, 
Oct. 31, 

— val Spinster, late of Cookridge, not Barkridg», as advertised, 
in the Gazette of Sept. 18 (who died on Dec. 26, 1859). Turner, Soli- 
citor, Rothwell, near Leeds. Nov. 1. 

PICKERING, Wadan, 3 Farmer & Grazier, Sowe, Warwickshire (who 
m or about Oct. 1859). aii & Son, Solicitors, 27, 

rd, Srat: Oct. 3 
ILLIAM, Whectwreht Saciimisiator of so in tg Sie 
Implements and Patent Ploughs and Harrows, E orcester 
(who died on Stay 13, 1859). Byrch, Solicitor,  veshath, Six 
from the date hereof. 

Werrmsc, Henry M‘Laveutin, Farmer & Market Gardener, Bath-toad, 
Hounslow, Middlesex (who died v July 23, 1860). Mitton, Solicitor, 
Lampton, near Hounslow. Dec. 2 

Whietty, Wirt1aM, Cashier, I 10, with-street, Ancoats, ne (who 
died on Ju! 21, 1860). Darton & Greaves, Solicitors, 88 -street, 
Ashton- er-Lyne. Oct, 31. 


Fripay, Oct. 5, 1860. 


Maxson, Hannan, Widow, Birkenhead, Chester (who died on April 13, 
last.) Lewis, Darbishire, and Cunliffe, 21, Brown-street, Manchester, 
Solicitors. Oct. 27. 

llayson, Tuomas, Surgeon, late of Birkenhead, and formerly of Manches- 
ter (who died on May 25, £842). Lewis, Darbishire, and Cunliffe, 21, 
+ Brown-street, Manchester, Solicitors, Oct. 27. 

Lloyegneve, Jouy, Gent., Gloucester (who died on March 27, 1848). 
d, Lovegrove, and H. T. Lovegrove, Solicitors, 2, Barton-street, Glou- 
eester. Dec. 1. 

a)” ILLLAM, Farmer, Moult Nor P (who God on Juby 
4859). Britten, Solicitor, St, Giles-square, Northam Dee. I. 
nD, Ricuarp, Carpenter, Ball Court, Merthyr Tydfil, 

(who died on May 19, 1860). Morgan & Smith, Soliton Vie- 

tonia-street, Merthyr Tydfil. Nov, 1. 

Oe, Thomas, Farmer, Wyland-hills, Northumberland (who died on 
\ > » odge & Harle, — tors, Wellingten-place, Pilgrim-street, 


Eee, and of Theresa-place, Gloucester- 

shire (who died on March 21). J. & H. T, Lovegrove, Solicitors, 2, 
Barton-street, Gloucester. Dewi 

Paincer, Repecca Ametta, otherwise Emtty Resrcoa Prince, Spinster, 
Reading, Berks (who died on Aug. 2, 1860), ay eit Young, & 
Desborough, Solicitors, 6, Sise-lane, London. Nov. | 

SuaNe, George, Esq., formerly of Duke-street, Westminster, afterwards 
of 72, Albany- strect, Regent’s-park, Middlesex, and late of 38, Char- 
lotte-stweet, Portland-place, Middlesex by eon died on or age July 12). 
Parkes, Solicitor, 11, Beaufort-buildings, Strand. Nov. 5 

Tuomas, Esq. Glo ucester (who died Sept. 7, 1868), J.& HH. T 

Lovegrove, Solicitors, 2, Barton-street, Gloucester. Dec. ! 

Uncu, Jams, Gent., Rolstone, Banwell, Somersetshire who died’on or 
ag ~ bu Chapman, Solicitor, Weston super Mare, Somerset- 


(Limirsp).—Pe gee 
re Commissioner 





Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspay, Oct, 2, 1860. 
(County Palatine of Lancaster), 


Charrers, Jentmtan, Manager of the Royal Bank of Li » Beile 
Vue, Antield-road, near Liverpool (who died ih or about aly, 1860). 
Chatters 9. Chaffers, Rogistrar’s Office, 1, North John-street; Liver- 


Pa inn arate ett 





Farmar, Oct. 5, 1860. 
(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 
Brace, Francis, — South Leverton, eeineemehie (who died in 
x Wituias, . Robobeaee ae Linetpeal thubo 
died in or abont Aug. 1859). Allsopp and 
Court, 1, North Soum-obrenty Liverpool. 


Assignments tor Benelit of Creditors. 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 2, 1860. 
in, Spee, Cart canieee Seite, 79, 


benny 4 Bo “tort, 8 pag RR -row, ines chat Sowa, 
. Sete Se 


“Es _ Shaw, reamnenger, Worp. S She, 


rehant, ees ea ¢ & Taylor, 

aan. 

re. 

Piptss, Wittiam Avcustts, Dra Honiton, De’ Beet 31. 

Trustees, J. Watts, Warehousemail, a 2. 
houseman, Plymouth, Manchester. Sol. W: 

SporrorD, JouN, Linen Draper, Rochester Pact I Chatham, cook “Sept. 5. 
Trustees, C. Isaacs, Outfitter. 


Friday-street, London. J. Odell, Wateboebenhe, Olé Change, Louttén. 
. Heather, Paternoster-row, London. 
WIicuTWIck, Wittum, & Epwarp WicaTWICcK, na Bond- 
street, Middlesex. Sept. 5. J. Barnicot, W: 

Friday-street, London; J. Crocker, Warehousenian, Friday-street, Ion- 
don ; ‘8. Hindley, Warehouseman, Friday-street, London. Sot. Heathér, 
Paternoster-row, London. 

Wipe, Apan, Silk Manufacturer, Macclesfield (John Wildé & Sons). 
Sept. Hl. Trustee, J. Drakeford, Silk Agent, Macclesfield. Sols. ‘Pair- 
rott, Colville, May, & Rudyard, Macclesfield. 


Fray, Oct. 5, 1860. 


Ancuer, Jonn, Farmer, Barking Side, oom Sept. 26. Trustees, €. 
Gent., Haverstock-hill, Middlesex; C. W. Tunstall, Gent., Peach” 
buildings, London. el. Brady. a Miter cows Iadit meee Be 

CEARKE, oe Merchant, Westeot t, Dorking, Surrey. 9 

— Timber Merchant, Dorking; B. M. 
Shere, ame J. Thomason, Timber Merchant, 18, New 
street, Spitalselds, Middlesex. Sol. Jaquet, 15, South-street, Finsbuty- 


square, M i on 
i; T. Davies, salser, Monge. 


Troumonger and Dealer aa 
26, — Smith-spreet, Wi 
a . 41; Londen 
via South LS a Goatt Oheiree-c ‘Temple. 
gra r x. e } 

Marsa, ay oye Derby. Sept 5. Trustees; G: B. Gredtoréx, 
Merehant, Aldermanbury ; 3 Morley, Merehant, Wood-street, London. 
> —— Bradbury, & Hardwick, Wéavers-hall, 22, Basinghaft- 
8 

Morr, Roser, Furniture Dealer, High-street; King’s Lymm, Nowiolk. 
Sept. 11. rustees, R. Loader, Furniture Dealer; Finshnry-pavement; 
London; G. Bartholomew, Upholsterer, ee re Lonéeh. 
Sol, Jaquet, 15, South- street, Finsbury-square, 4 


BGankruyts. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 2, 1860. 


Anprews, Lasan, Grocer & Tobacconist, Wells, Norfolk. Com. Eva 
Oct. t1, at 1; and Noy, 13, at 11,30; Basinghall-street. Of. Ads. 
Sols. Dimmock & Busby, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-street. Pet. Sept. I 

Arysby, Geonrce Extns, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, a ate Nor 
amptonshire. Com. Goulburn: Oct. 16, and Nov. 19, at 1; Basing- 
hall-street. Off. Ass. Pennell, Sols. J. & JH. Linklater & Huckwood, 
7, Walbrook, London. Pet. Oct. I. 

Cantwaricat, *Joun, Builder, Contractor, & Retail Brewer, Frankton, 
Whittington, Salop. Com. Sanders: Oct. 15, = Noy. 5, at 1 

. Ass. Sots. Edwards, Sh ae 


jesex. 
ful tet OP. “ase. J 
Bano i t 12; ay NY 
at 19% and’ Nov. 5, at tt; 
Radoliffe 3, Hicktns-t hey, av and 


more, Soe tone eh 
Pepe 
Kntent, ames, Jun. » NE 
Bueklersbury 


Com, Evans: Oct. ie 
1,30; Basinghall-street. On. Ass, Bell. 
Old Pet. Sept. 29. 


Jewry. 

MAYEN, Slee Tes. Dealer, & Grocer, Blackfriars-road, » 
Surrey, Com. Fane: Oct. 12, at 19.30; and Nov, wer at 12; 
cae Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Crafter, 168, 

t. 

Nous, Georg, Innkeeper, Middlesborough, Yorkshire, Com, : 
Oct. 18, and Nov. 16, at 11; Leeds. Qf. dss. Young, Pgs S 
Cudworth, Leeds, et, Oct. 1. 

Pickett, Aveustvs, Coal Merchant & Cement Manufacturer, 60, Queen 
road, ton, Com, Evans: Oct. 11, at 1.30; and Nov. 
Hasinghall-strect. Ass, Jolson. Sols, Oe. ba 


Coleman-street; chats, , ren Brighten, 
Paton, Taomas, Market Garde ne, & am, W nahin woe Bane 
i ta Am 


and Nov, 1, at 11) 
, Cerme Abbas, Dorset hire, 


pone Hose 8 Si, rath. 





Oct. 12, and Nov. 2, at 1; Exeter. 
Dorchester ; Clarke, Exeter. Pet. Sept. 28 

RusseLL, Josepu, Job & Fly Master, Larkhall-lane, Clapham, Surrey. 
Com. Evans: ‘Oct. 15, at 1; and Noy. 20, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Johnson-> Sol. Apps, Gray’s-inn. "Pet. Sept. 25. 

Tuomas, CHARLEs Jones, Bonded Store Merchant, Newport, Monmouth- 
shire. Com. Hill: Oct. 16, and Nov. 13, at 11; Bristol. Of. — 
Miller. Sols. Blakey, Newport, Monmouthshire; Bevan, Girling, & 


Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. deters, 





Press, Small-street, Bristol. Pet. Sept. 28. 

Totson, THomas, Carpet Manufacturer, Dewsbury and o_. Yorkshire. 
Com. West: Oct. 18, and Nov. 16, ce 11; Leeds. . Ass. Young. 
Sols. Terry & Watson, Bradford; Bond & ; “Leeds. Pet. 


Tuck, CHARLES, Butcher, Ely, Cambridgeshire. Com. Evans: Oct. 8, at 
1.30; and Nov. 15, at 12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Bell. Soils. 

Sole, Tumer, & Turner, Aldermanbury, London; Gaches, Peterborough. 

Waren: Pavt, Grocer & Flour Por dss ~ bridge, Chester. Oct. 
17, and Nov. 7, at 12; Manchester. ernaman. Sol. Sutton, 

r. Pet. ger, a 

‘Wootey, WILLIAM, Maker, Tipton, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: 
Oct. 15, and Nov. 5, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Aol. 
Smith, Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 29. 


Faway, Oct, 5, 1860. 


Rasa, Cxuaxzes, jun., Wine & Spirit Merchant, 52, Coleman-street, Lon- 

Com. Fane: "Oct. 18, and Nov. 16, at 11. 30; Basinghall-street. 

or. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Tayloe, 4, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane, Cannon- 
street. Pet. Oct. 2 

GasKELL, HENBY BROADBENT, Broker, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Oct. 15, 

and Nov. 12, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Morgan. Sols. Thornely & 

Agee Pemberton-buildings, 5, Fenwick-street, Liverpool. Pet. Sept. 


Canines Louis, Coffee-house Keeper, 5, Leicester-square, Middlesex. 
Com. Evans: Oct. 15, at 2, and Nov. 16, ba .30; Basinghall-street. Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sol. Ablett, Newcastle-street, Stran Strand. Pet. Sept. 24. 

Hagris, Thomas —— Mercer, Plymouth. Oct. 20,and Nov. 19 at 12.30 ; 
Plymouth. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Beer & Rundle, Devonport, or Hart- 
noll, Exeter. Pet. Oct. 1. 

HEwison, MicuazL, Hosier & Outfitter, Nottingham. Com. Sanders: 
Oct. 16, and Nov. 13, at 11.30; Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. 
Campbell, Burton, & Browne, Nottingham. Pet. Oct. 1. 

MowrTret.ies, James Antoun, Boarding-house Keeper, 51 and 53, Mary- 

lebone-road, and 184, Euston-road, Middlesex; and also of 14, St. 
Benet’s-; Gracechurch-street, London, General Merchant. Com. 
Evans: Oct. 16, amd Nov. 20, at 11; Basinghall-street. of Ass. John- 
son. Sol. Ablett, 6, Newcastle-street, nero Pet. Sept. 28 

Rice, Joux, Butcher, Lupus-street, Pimlico, “Middlesex. 
Com. Evans: Oct. 16, at 12.30; and Nov. "22, at 1; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. Young, Warwick-square. Pet. Sept. it. 27. 

Saazrs, Joun Haw.er, and Contractor, Denby, 

- Com. Sanders: Ontne and Nov. 22, at 11; Nottingham. 
a. ‘Sol, Maples, Nottingham. Pe. 4. 

Suont, Tuomas, Tailor & Draper, 46, Park-street, Camden-town, Middle- 
sex. Com. Evans : Oct 16, me Nov. 20, at 1; ae Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sol. Stubbs, 46, M street. 

SS & Wine and spirit Merchant, Rein Deer 

Doncaster. Com. West: Oct. 20, and Nov. 17, at 10; Sheffield. 
z; Ass. Brewin. Sol. Micha! % old Jewry, London, or Blackburn 

& Son, Leeds. Pet. Sept. 28 

Watt, James, Canvass Merehant & Baker, 29, Mark-lane, London, and 
Middlesex. Com. Fonblangue : Oct. 17, and 

Noy. 14, at 12; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Linklaters 
& Hackwood, 7, omen oe eg and Langford & Marsden, 59, Fri- 

da: London. Pet. Oct. 2 


y -street, 
Waa, Soe 4 thn, Wrxixs, Builders, Spray. Com. Sanders: 
Oct. 19, and Nov. 16, at 11; Birmingham. Ass. Whitmore. Sols, 
& Ure. re, Birmingham. . 
Waicar, Gzoncz, Coach Manufacturer, Northampton. Com. Fonblanque : 
Oct. 17, at 2; and Nov. 16, at 12; Basinghall- street. Off. Ass. Graham. 
a Sols. Metcalf, , 4, Furnivall’s-inn, Holborn, London; Becke, Northampton. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TorspaY, Oc. 2, 1860. 


Batiazp, Coanizs, Shoe Manufacturer, 5, Brownlow-place, Queen’s-road, 
Dalston. Oct. 16, at 12; Basinghall- street.—CARMICHAEL, Joun, Mer- 
chant, Liverpool. Oct. is, at ll; ye —Cixe6G, Rosert Dawson, 
eset teens ane Dealers in Clocks, 4 44, Friday- 

street, Cheapside, and 73, Fiectstrest, London. Oct. 16, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-street.—Dowsox, Hexny, Draper, Newcastle-upon-T 'yne. Oct. 
26, at 12.20; Newcastle- Tyne.—FiELp, Joun, Boot & Shoe Manu- 
, 27, - Middlesex. Oct. 23, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
11am, & Guoncr TAYLon, Maitsters & Brewers, 
Hadlow, Kent, Oct. 23, at 2; Basinghall-street. street.—Hoas, Eowanp Halt, 
oe ‘orth Shields. Oct. 26, at 12; Newcastle-upon-. 
Jax, SamveL Tomser, commonly called SAMUEL Jax, Miller, sh, 
Suffolk. Oct. 23, at'1.30; Basinghall-street.--Laus, Jom, Grocer, 

Pendleton, . Oct, 25, at 12; Manchester. —Osponne, WILLIAM, 

Printer, Bookseller & Stationer, Birkenhead. Oct, 22, at 11; Liverpool, 

—Scort, James, pete age Tweedmouth, Berwick . 

26, at 11.20; NM tay? Pye a, Timoruy, Tailor, 4, 

Artillery-place, W: it. Oct. 23, at 12.30; Basinghall-street. 
Mercer, & Grindery Dealer, 1, Old 

street, Soho, Middlesex. Oct. 23, at 12; Basinghall-street, _ 

Stony, Tuomas Lez, Tailor & Draper, Thrapston, Northamptonshire, 

Oct. 23, at 1; Basinghall-strect.—WiceLeswoutu, Geouce, Leather 

, Richardson-street, Bermondsey, Surrey, Oct, 16, at 11,40; 
-street,—WiLsos, he Ship Owner, John-street, Sunder- 
land. Oct. 23, at 2.20; l-street.—Woov, Joux, Corn rf 

& General a! Merchant, Ashton-under- Lyne, Lancashire. Oct, 24, at 12; 


—Srariex, Wiusiam reg me ad Shoe 


Faiway, Oct. 5, 1860, 


AU‘2s, Jonn, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, 11, ny » Deptford, Kent 
andl, Grey Eaghe-strect, Spitalticlds, Middlesex. Oct. 29, at 11.30, 
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Agent, Threadneedle- treet, Lasdon. Oct. 27, at 12; Baitaghan ee 
—BebELLs, «JouN GEARD, Chemist, Druggist, & "Draper, Brewood, 
Staffordshire. Oct. 29, at 11; Birmingham.—Davies, CHaruEs, and 
Epwarp Davies, jun., Soap Manufacturers, Ellesmere Port, Whitby, 
Chester (Charles and Edward Davies). Oct. 26, at 11; Liverpool, 
Same time separate estate and effects of Edward Davies, jun. —Fatr. 
BANK, JosEPH, Worsted Spinner, Manningham, Bradford, York. et, 
18, at 11; Leeds. —FAULKNER, JoHN, Cab Proprietor & Horse Dealer, 
61, Commercial-road, Surrey. Oct. 27, at 11; Basinghall-street.— 
HOLLAND, Tuomas, Manufacturer of Hosiery, Godalming, Surrey, 
Oct. 27, at 11; Basinghall-street.—James, GEORGE FREDERICK, Elastic 
We eb & Smallware Manufacturer, Manchester, Nov. 1, at 12 ; Mancheg. 
ter.—McEvixy, Jon, Saddler & Harness Maker, 78, Great. Portland- 
street, Middlesex. Oct. 26, at 11; Basinghall-street. —RoBeERTs, Wi- 
1AM, Builder, 6, Warren-street, Camden Town, Middlesex. Oct, 27, 
at 12 ; Basinghall-stree 





CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 2, 1860. 


ALEXANDER, JacoB ALEXANDER, China Dealer, Silversmith, & General 
Factor, 121, Fore-street-hill, St. John, Exeter. Oct. 26, at 1; Exeter, 
he Cuar.es Lz, Messman, Exeter Barracks, Exeter. Oct. 26, at 
; Exeter.—EpMmonDs, WintiaM Henry, Horse Dealer, Miller, & Baker, 
Fen Wilts. Oct. 29, at 11; Bristol. —Fenn, Toomas, & Wituas 
Tuomas Fenn, Wholesale & Export Boot & Shoe Manufacturers, Calvert. 
street‘ Norwich, and 120, Fore-street, Cripplegate, London, and Tuilerie- 
street, Hackney-road, Middlesex. Oct. 24, at 11; Basinghall-street,— 
Hagt, Joun, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, 8, Crown-street, Finsbury, 
dlesex. Oct. 25, at 1.30; Basinghall-street.—Hayiock, Henry 
CROPLEY, ‘Apothecary, Chemist & Druggist, High-street, Linton, Cam- 
bridgeshire. Oct. 24, at 1; Basinghall-street—HuBBaRD, Gzonog 
SronE, Warehouseman, 55, Aldermanbury, London (G. 8. Hubbard & 
Co.) Oct. 23, at 12; Basinghall-street.—RawLe, GeorGE, Tanner, Por- 
lock, Somersetshire. Oct. 26, at 1; Exeter.—Spark, Epwin Henny, 
Jeweller, formerly of Cumming- street, Pentonville, Middlesex, after. 
wards of 43, Newman-street, Oxford-street, late of 13, Heathcote-street, 
Gray’s-inn-road. Oct. 25, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Taorp, THomas, 
Linen Draper & Hosier, ‘Surrey-house, Clapham-road, Surrey. Oct. 
24, at 1; Basinghall-street.—WinTER, GUsTAVE, Warehouseman, Milk- 
street, London. Oct. 25, at 1.30; Basinghall-street.—Woopwarp, 
James RICHARD WILLIAM JOHN PoLLarD, Innkeeper, Butcher, & Dealer 
in Game & Poultry, Oundle, Northamptonshire. Oct. 23, at 1; Be 
singhall-street. 
Fripay, Oct, 5, 1860. 


Beit, James, & CuaRLEs Witson, Stuff Merchants, Bradford (Bell & 
Wilson). Noy. 12, at 11; Leeds.—Brapiey, CuaR.es, Iron Dealer & 
Iron Broker, Deepfields, near Bilston, Staffordshire. Nov. 9, at Il; 
Birmingham.—Caxrtwricut, Moses, Dealer in Pottery Materials, Long. 
ton and Silverdale, Staffordshire. 
Kunzoss, Henry, & James Soaw, Cab & Omnibus Proprietors and co 
partners, Kingston-upon-Hull (Kinross & Shaw). ov. 7, at 12; 
Kingston-upon-Hull.—Limsrick, Ricwarp, Miller, Golden Valley Mil, 
Bitton, Gloucestershire, Oct. 29, at 11; Bristol.—Pim.incer, James 
Evans, mee Tredigar, Monmouthshire. Oct. 29, at 11; Bristol— 
Prrcuer, James, Leather Seller, Hampstead-road, Middlesex. Oct. 26, 
atll; Basinghall-s treet.—RoTHery, Josera, Watch Maker & Jeweller, 
Halifax, York. Nov. 12, at 11; Leeds.—Srevens, Joun LEE, in 
Tron, 1, Fish-street-hill, London. Oct. 29, at 1.30; Basinghall- -street. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Fripay, Oct. 5, 1860. 


AYLWARD, WILLIAM Maynarp, Wine Merchant & Wine Case Maker, 
4, Sermon-lane, Doctor’s Common, London, and 1, Paragon-place, New 
Kent-road, Surry. Oct. 3, 3rd class.—Box, Jonny, & Henry Jom 
Lewis, Corn Merchants, Gloucester (John Box). Oct. 2, 2nd class.— 
Cooper, Henry, Grocer & Tea a 18, Aldgate, London. Sept. 6, 
2nd class.—Fryer, Witt1Am, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Norwich 
(W. Fryer & Co.) Sept. 28, Ist class. —GaRDNER, Epwarp, Builder & 
Carpenter, Primrose-hill, Northampton, Sept. 12, 2nd class.—Hasrsp, 
Wituiam, Butcher, Alresford, Hants. Sept. 6, 2nd _ class.—Hoad, 
Wittiam Danret, Shipbuilder & Merchant, Watchbell-street, Rye, 
Sussex. Sept. 6, 2nd class.—Litiz, Gustave Hermann, Tanner & 
Currier, Black Swan-yard, Bermondsey, Surrey (Lilie & Surmon). 
Sept. 10, 2nd class; after a suspension of 3 months.—Masonot, 
EMMANUEL, Photographic & Stereoscopic Agent, 67, Newgate-street, 
London. Sept. 12, 3rd class.—McALrine, Jonn, jun., Bleacher, 
Newington-road, Balls-pond, Middlesex. Sept. 15, 2nd class, 


Scotch Sequestrations, 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 2, 1860. 
Skene, WILLIAM, gy ag Aberdeen. Oct. 8, at 12; Lemon Tree Hotel, 
Aberdeen. 


Carans, WittiaM, / vig *& meg Dealer, Hawick. Oct. 10, at Hl; 
Tower Hotel, Hawick. #95 ae 

Campsett, Rosent, & Co., Yarn erchants & Commission Agents, How- 
ard-street, Glasgow. Oct. 9, at 12; Hall of the Faculty of Procurator, 
St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seq. ‘Sept. 23, 

Frases, Huon, Clothier, Hatter, & Outfitter, 24, Union-street, Aberdeen. 
Oct. 16, at 2; Lemon Tree Hotel, Aberdeen. Seq. Sept. 27. 

Kucoun, Jouy, Draper & Clothier, Alloa, Oct, 5,at 1; Royal Oak Hotel, 
Alloa, Seq. Sept. 27, 


Faway, Oct. 5, 1860, 


Gitmen, Ronert, Grain & Commission Agent, vay igh 
Faculty Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow, Seg. Oct. 
eee Joun, Farmer, Torridon, ne Ross- shire, 
12; Caledonian Hotel, Dingwall, Seq, Oct. 

Perum, Anprew, Watch Manufacturer, shag Oct. 12, a 3; Hall, 
Faculty of Procurators, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. ¢ 

Srepwaup, Witt1am, Proprietor, Lower De niturn, Aberdeen, "Ont ‘12,00 
2; Lemon Tree Hotel, Aberdeen, Seq, Oct 

Wuson, Joux, Farmer, Lealie, Vifeohire, Oct, ‘ia, at 12; Galloway's Ini, 


Nov. 9, at 11; B 


Oct, 11, at 125 
Oct, 12, a 





Lasinghall-strect,— AsDErws, Josavua, Stock Broker and Commission 








Markinch, eq. Oct. 
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We cannot notice any i tion unless accompanied by th 
name and address of the writer. 





* * Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately communicated to the Publisher 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 
The meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, which took place at Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


 intheearly part of this week, appears to have been tole- 


rably successful; although the attendance of members 
wasnot as large so might have been expected. The 
address of Mr. Kennedy, the President of the Associa- 
tion, will be found elsewhere in our columns. In it he 
reviews the labours of the committee in relation to a 
number of Bills which were before Parliament during 
last session, and shows that the Association had done 
some good service to the profession about the 
Attorneys and Solicitors Bill, and the Law of 
Property Amendment Bill, in their progress through 
Parliament. Mr. Kennedy is of opinion that Lord 
Cranworth’s Trustees and Mortgagees Act will have 
the effect of curtailing the emoluments of the pro- 
fession, of which there can be no doubt if the Act will, 
in fact, have the effect of curtailing the length of deeds, 
and if at the same time the present monstrous system of 
professional remuneration is maintained. It is extremely 
doubtful, however, whether trust deeds or mortgage 
deeds will be anything shorter for Lord Cranworth’s 
Act. Indeed, it has been suggested that their length 
will be increased generally by the introduction of a 
clause providing that none of the powers conferred by 
the statute shall be exerciseable by any of the parties. 
But, however this may be, it is impossible to over 
estimate the importance to the country, and to the 
profession, of abolishing the present most injurious 
system of professional remuneration ; and upon this 
point, we cordially recommend to the consideration of 
our readers the very temperate and judicious observa- 
tions of Mr. Kennedy. ‘The other papers read before 
the association were, one on the “ Etiquette of the Bar,” 
by Mr. W. Shaen ; one by Mr. Turner, on “ Justice and 
its Miscarriage ;” one by Mr. F. N. Devey, on “ House 
of Lords Decisions;” one by Mr. G. J. Johnson, on 
“The Law of Judgments as affecting Real Property ;” 
and one by Mr. J. Gibson, on “ The Effect of our Jury 
System.” There was also a paper by Mr, Miller, on 
“The organization of the profession,” which gave rise to 
aa interesting discussion. We hope to publish from 
time to time, as our space will permit, all these papers, 
and to give some account of the discussion which 
followed upon their reading. 


A meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association 
was held according to announcement at Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, on last Wednesday. Mr. Banner, of 
Liverpool, in the absence of Mr, Anderton, of London, 
presided. ‘The report stated that the Association con- 
tinued to progress very satisfactorily, having, during 
the last half-year, received an accession of 124 annual, 
and 20 life members. In addition to the grant of £50 
which, previously to the mecting, had been made to the 
funds of the Association by the Wiltshire Law Society, 
it was stated that the Gloucestershire Law Society had 
Voted a contribution of £10, which there was some hope 
of seeing repeated yearly. We have already, how- 
ever, called attention to the fact that the total 
invested capital is only a little over £4,000, while the 
sum which in the opinion of those who are the best 
Jtdges it will be necessary to accumulate before the 
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Association can effectively undertake its benevolent 
mission is not less than £10,000. 


A return to Parliament has just been made of a copy 
of the report of the recent international statistical con- 
gress on judicial statistics. This report, taken together 
with Mr. Redgrave’s annual returns for England and 
Wales, by way of illustration, will be found deeply in- 
teresting to the philosophical jurist. The a of 
judicial statistics has long been recognised in this coun- 
try, and for a still longer period on the continent of 
Europe. The attempt, however, to reduce to any 
system our statistical returns relating to criminal and 
civil jurisdiction, was never made in England until 
very recently; and, indeed, until the passing of the 19 
& 20 Vict. c. 69, an Act which created great facilities 
for ascertaining facts relating to the criminal, vagrant, 
and suspected classes, and for the tabulation of crimes, 
we possessed no adequate machinery either for the col- 
lection or classification of the requisite facts. Statistics 
touching our civil courts are of an origin more recent 
than those relating to crime, and, as might be expected, 
not only for that reason, but because of their greater 
complication, have not yet been brought to the same 
state of perfection as the latter, although even in re- 
spect of criminal statistics it is suggested, that many im- 
provements are still possible. The International Con- 
gress report, as the name of the association implies, aims 
at a common system of judicial statistics for all European’ 
countries. Thus we find that the International Con- 
gress at Vienna last year, recommended the adoption 
of common forms for obtaining the statistics concerning 
the administration of civil justice in different countries ; 
and further that there should be a common nomencla- 
ture of crimes “ with definitions of punishable acts and 
their relative penalties in all European countries with 
an exposition of the analogies and differences of legis- 
lation, relating to the judicial institutions, and the de- 
tails of their organization and criminal procedure 
affecting criminal statistics.” Certain resolutions were 
passed at a meeting in July last, giving expression in 
detail tu these recommendations; and the report con- 
tains some very useful information touching this ques- 
tion of a possible common form of international 
criminal statistics. The project, upon the whole 
does not appear to be insuperably difficult, while 
every one will admit how valuable a contribution to 
our knowledge its achievement would be. Mr. Red- 

rave’s report on the — statistics of England and 

Vales, of 1859, which has lately been presented to Par- 
liament in the shape of two blue books, are extremely 
interesting, and exhibit some progress in this depart- 
ment. ‘The first blue book relates solely to police, 
criminal proceedings, and prisons ; thesecond is confined 
to the civil jurisdictions of common law, equity, and the 
other superior courts. This week we lay before our 
readers a summary of Mr. Redgraye’s returns relating 
to crime. 


Mr. Pownall, the chairman of the Middlesex magis- 
trates, took occasion the other day, at the opening of 
the Westminster Sessions, to call attention to the care- 
less and inaccurate manner in which the jury lists are 
generally prepared. ‘ Inaccuracies,” he said, “ were 
continued year after year which the least attention would 
obviate. Some names were omitted which should be in ; 
while those of persons who had been dead for years, as 
well as of those who had left the parish and had not 
been rated for years, were continued.” We have fre- 
quently had occasion to call attention to the great in- 
justice and inconvenience occasioned by the present sys- 
tem of making out the jury lists, and of the very unequal 
pressure upon different classes of persons as well as 
upon different individuals in the same class, inreference 
to the discharge of the duties of jurymen. Whatever 
doubt there may be as to the policy of abolishi 
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distinction between special and common juries, and as to 
the possibility of introducing a more equitable rule for 
distributing and enforcing the performance of such 
duties, there can be no question as to the crying in- 
justice and scandal which result from the gross negli- 
gence of the persons upon whom the law devolves at 
present the duty of preparing jury lists ; and if there is 
no existing jurisdiction to punish them for their neglect 
—which we cannot believe—it is high time that our 
Courts should be enabled to award the punishment to 
those delinquents which no one denies they have assidu- 
ously earned for many years past. 


We have been considerably surprised at some 
proceedings in the Edinburgh Chamber of Commerce 
relating to the recent Social Science Meeting at Glas- 
gow. Rises a suggestion being made for the appoint- 
ment of a committee to consider the question of general 
average, which was discussed at great length in the 
Jurisprudence department, two gentlemen took occasion 
to criticise with great severity the arrangements made 
for the accommodation of members and visitors by the 
-local secretaries and the other gentlemen of Glasgow 
upon whom such arrangements devolved. Mr. Duncan 
MLaren went so far as to accuse the Glasgow people 
generally of discourtesy and want of hospitality to the 
members of the Association who came from a distance. 
Being able to speak from personal knowledge and with 
some confidence of the feeling of the gentlemen who 
came from a distance to attend the Jurisprudence de- 
partment, we feel bound, in justice to the local autho- 
rities, to state that nothing could have been more con- 
siderate, courteous, or hospitable, than their conduct to 
strangers. Indeed, the general remark was, that in 
these respects no meeting of the Association yet had been 
more entirely agreeable. We are also able to speak 


from personal observation of the. admirable arrange- 


ments which were made for the general meetings of the 
Association. We do not know how our Glasgow friends 
treated their Edinburgh neighbours ; but upon reading 
Mr. M‘Laren’s speech to the Edinburgh Chamber of 
Commerce, we feel compelled to express what we be- 
lieve to be the very general, if not universal, opinion 
of visitors from the south of the Tweed ; and that opi- 
nion is wholly opposed to what Mr. M‘Laren has said, 
and is altogether to the credit and honour of the local 
authorities and people of Glasgow. 


a ae 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1859.—ENGLAND AND 
WALES, Part I. 

The value of statistics being in the collation of figures so as 
to indicate general Jaws, a lucid arrangement of the tables, and 
the absence of speculation, seem to be essential requisites, 
and the observance of these conditions is most urgently required 
in moral or judicial statistics, inasmuch as they are apt of 
themselves to attract speculation. The special uses of judicial 
statistics are to suggest improvements in the law, both pre- 
ventively and remedially, and to test changes by thei: practical 
results. To render statistics a correct measure of such effects, 
they must be themselves exempt from all doubtful vr disputed 
matter. If thus certain, they help us to ascertain what cone 
comitant events are relatively connected as cause and effect. 
Thus a decrease in the number of recommittals concurrently 
with the extension of the reformatory system, might be a con- 
clusive argument as to the efficacy of this system, were it 
not for the disturbing element of a concurrent change in the 
system of criminal prosecutions, and a decrease in the remunera- 
tion of witnesses. We must, of course, inquire into the opera- 
tion of disturbing causes; but without statistics, we cannot take 
the first step. The calculation of averages for considerable 
periods, for which alone their consideration is valuable re- 





quires copious and complete data. The elimination 9 
disturbing causes from the averages so calculated jn. 
volves the necessity of a still wider review of statistical 
data, and these should be free from all doubt and arranged as 
closely as possible with a view to denote the mutual relations 
of their component parts. Mr. Redgrave, the registrar, and 
compiler of the judicial statistics appears tofhave well understood 
the true limits of his province; for, while there is an absence 
from the report of all doubtful matter, there is on the other 
hand no want of necessary explanation nor of attention to the 
claims of a judicious arrangement, 

The present tabular statistics are prefaced by explanatory 
observations of an inductive, not deductive, character, being 
intended to facilitate the comprehension of the facts recorded, 
not the derivation of any ulterior conelusions from these data, 

The report begins by stating that the police returns under 
the statute 19 & 20 Vict. c. 69, are evidence of the value of 
the police labours to the statist and social economist. It justly 
adds, that the knowledge which atrained police obtain of all who 
live by unlawful pursuits, is itself a great check to crime, and will 
prove a check also to professional mendicancy, particularly 
where the police are employed as relieving officers for vagrants 
The report then proceeds to state that the total amount of the 
police and constabulary was on the 29th September, 1859, 
20,597. The largest proportion as to population is in the city 
of London, the police being to the population in that district as 
1 in 210. It is least in Suffolk, being there only as 1 t 
1,602. . The police is a local force, governed by the local autho- 
rities, and paid from local funds. One-fourth of the charge, 
however, for the pay and clothing is contributed from the public 
revenue. The City of London police is an exception to this 
rule. The total charge of the police in 1859 was £1,485,029 
1s, 10d, For the first time the number of thieves, prostitutes 
and suspected persons of all classes was given in 1858 as an 
ascertained fact by the police. ‘The number varies as to locr 
lity for 1859, owing to the migratory character of such persons, 
but corresponds in the general total with the returns for 1858. 
The total number of thieves in 1859 was 39,538, of prostitutes 
30,780, and of suspected persons 37,688. There was a decreas 
beyond the returns of 1858 of the males of every class, excep- 
ting the vagrants, but an increase of the female thieves and 
prostitutes. ‘The proportion of the criminal class is the highest 
in the three great centres of the hardware manufacture, being 
as 1 to 54:4; while it isin the towns dependent upon agriculture 
as 1 in 86°6; in the pleasure towns, as 1 in 87:4; in the 
great commercial ports, as 1 in 96°4; in the seats of the small 
textile fabrics, as 1 in 119°4; the cotton and linen manufacture 
as 1 in 124°6; the woollen manufacture, as 1 in 137 ; and is least 
in the metropolitan districts, being there only as 1 to 1940. Aste 
prostitution, the proportion is, in the commercial ports, as 1 to 
173'4; in the metropolis, as 1 to 371°6; in the seats of the 
hardware manufacture, as 1 to 453°5; and lastly, of the cotton 
and linen manufacture, as 1 to 469°7; and of the woollen 
manufacture, as 1 to 559°2. In theagricultural districts the rela- 
tive ascertained number of bad characters is high, probably 
owing to the facility of detecting them there. The total number 
of houses of bad character was 26,276. The number of cases 
of larceny was 36,262, The report, however, states that it is 
probable petty depredations are omitted in this enumeration. 
Crime prevails chiefly in winter. ‘The total number of murdets 
was 95, of which 12 were committed in the Metropolitan 
Police District, 19 in Lancashire, amd 12 in Yorkshire. Cot- 
cealing the births of infants, with which infanticide is 9 
closely allied, prevails chiefly in the agricultural districts 
The total number of these cases was 137. Rape, burglary, 
and robbery on the person, are also chiefly co:nmitted in the 
country districts. The Metropolitan Police District, Birming- 
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ham, Manchester, and a few other towns, are however returned 
for a large number of these crimes. In the 2,579 offences 
against the person, 73°9 per cent. were successfully pursued by 
the police. In the 4,433 violent offences against property, 36°3 
per cent. were also successfully pursued. But of the thefts 
which were not accompanied with violence, and did not excite 
alarm, only 27°6 per cent. were successfully pursued by the 
police. Of 392,810 cases of summary jurisdiction before 
magistrates, 257,810 were cases where conviction ensued. The 
females are fewer by 15 per cent. than the males in these 
convictions, and throughout the criminal statistics also form a 
much smaller proportion than the males. Of the convicted, 
only 71 were imprisoned for periods above six months. Of 
the criminals, 27,119 were proceeded against on indictment. 
Of known thieves, 55°7 per cent. were proceeded against by 
the police. Of prostitutes, 73°8 per cent. Only 38 appeals 
were lodged, of which 19 convictions were confirmed. 

Coroners complain that, as the practice of paying witnesses 
varies in different districts, their returns do not fairly represent 
the state of the districts; but upon coroners’ inquiries important 
investigations often arise. Justices investigate only direct 
charges made against persons brought before them. ‘To 
coroners, then, it may be here observed, the law reformer may 
look for the ambulatory and tentative powers of the law to be 
exercised for the detection of the worst cases of crime. On a 
coroner’s commitment, the inquest being by a jury, the accused 
is not brought before a grand jury, but is at once put upon his 
trial. The total number of inquests was 20,531. The number 
of females murdered exceeded by one-third the average of the 
previous three years. The total cost of the inquests was 
£60,920 16s. 6d. 

The commitments for trial of criminals of every class were 
for the year 16,674, and have decreased progressively since 
1857. Murder, perjury, and offences against the game 
laws, however, increased. In the last thirty years there 
has been no increase in the commitments for murder, al 
though the population has probably increased by 40 per 
cent.; but there has been a progressive increase in the attempts 
to murder, stabbing, wounding, &c. There has been a slight 
increase in manslaughter. The commitments for rape, &e. 
which in 1841, on the abolition of the capital punishment, at 
once attained a higher rate, also cases of bigamy, have in. 
creased. This greater ratio is owing, the report suggests, to 
the greater ratio of detection. Reviewing for the last fifteen 
years those offences which are specially appropriated to a 
criminal class, burglary and housebreaking have continued 
almost unchanged, robbery on the person has increased 
by 13°7 per cent.; but there has been a decrease of 31°0 per 
cent. in horse, sheep, and cattle stealing. Skilled crime has 
increased, while crimes of a violent nature have decreased 
during the same period. No offence of a seditious or treason- 
able character has been recorded for the last ten years. Of 
the total of 16,674 committed for trial, 40°1 per cent. were 
tried at the county quarter sessions courts; 9°7 at the 
Middlesex county sessions ; 23°2 at the borough sessions courts; 
20°0 at the ¢ircuit assize courts; and 70 at the central 
criminal court. Of the total, 90 were not prosecuted, but were 
admitted as evidence; no bills were found against 811; 
and 3,274 were found not guilty on trial; 15 were 

acquitted on the ground of insanity, and 14 were found insane. 
Of the total 12,470 convicted 52 were sentenced to death, 2,170 
to penal servitude, 10,003 to imprisonment, and 188 to whip- 
Ping, fine, &c. Since 1855, in which year the Criminal Jus- 
tice Act removed a large number of cases of petty theft from 
the criminal courts, the proportion of the discharged to the 
ecused has progressively increased. The severity of the 
Punishments has likewise decreased for the last ten years, ‘The 
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capital convictions do not now average 55 yearly; and under 
75 the report states to be the probable future average of the 
extreme secondary punishment, penal servitude for life. In 
above 80 per cent. the sentence is one of imprisonment, and 
rarely for aterm exceeding one year. In 1829 there were 
1,385 sentenced to death, of whom 74 were executed, 51 of 
these cases having been for crimes not now capital. In 1859; 
there were only 9 persons executed. In 15 criminal cases, upon 
which questions of law were reserved for the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, 6 decisions were reversed. The total of the costs on 
indictments was for 1858, £144,383 9s., or £8 5s. 11d., for each 
case; on summary proceedings, £14,093 11s. lld., or 19s.@6d. 
for each case. These costs are repaid to the counties and 
boroughs out of the public revenues. The expenses of prose. 
cutions by the Solicitor of the Treasury, or “ Mint cases,” wer 
£6,830 9s. 5d.; other prosecutions cost £919 19s. 5d. 

In France, in 1857, the total number of murders and attempts 
to murder was 659; of rape and attempts thereat, 890; abortion 
and attempts thereat, 104: in England the numbers correspond 
ing to these respectively were 103, 274, and 7. The report 
also states that manslaughter, and malicious stabbing and 
wounding maintain a similarly high relative proportion in 
France. The most serious offences against the person, there- 
fore, are twice as prevalent in France as in England, the rela- 
tive population being considered. In the French Minister's 
report it is stated, that the “nombre des accusés des crimes 
contre les propriétés est plus faible en France que chez nos 
voisins, quoique notre population soit double de la leur.” 
The report which is the subject of this analysis does not 
vouch for the accuracy of this general statement, but rather 
impeaches it. The total numbér of aggravated offences against 
property was in France 2,611; in England, 1,546. The total 
number of thefts and frauds in France was 53,194; in England, 
43,940. The total number of persons charged before the courts 
was, in England, 409,484; in France, 771,374. The report of 
the French Minister notices the absence of cases of “ détention 
preventive” in England, not being aware, as it appears, that the 
police have no power to imprison, and that such a system does 
not exist in England; the most imperative duty of the police 
upon the arrest of a person being, to take him at once before a 
justice, who alone has power to legalize his detention, or order 
his discharge. The “détention preventive” in France has ave- 
raged above sixteen days, and in numerous cases extended to 
two and three months, and in some instances to six months. 

The third division of the statistics refers to the prisons. The 
local prisons are governed by the local authorities, namely, the 
courts of quarter sessions and the councils of boroughs and the 
borough justices; they are, however, all subject by statute to a 
general code of regulations. The Government or convict pri- 
sons are under the control of the Secretary of State. The re- 
formatories and industrial schools are charitable institutions. 
The number of debtors committed in 1859 was 14, 237 males; 
883, females. The total of the criminal commitments is 90 
per cent. less than in 1858. The large increase of police, 
and the discontinuance of transportation, place this de- 
crease in a stronger light. The proportion of the juve- 
nile class reached its maximum in 1856; but has since 
progressively decreased, and was, in 1859, 88 per cent. 
As to instruction, the class who can read and write imperfectly 
nearly six-tenths of the whole, has slightly increased ; a decrease 
has occurred of those of “no occupation.” There were removed 
during the year from the local prisons, 936 to reforma- 
tory schools, and 124 to lunatic asylums; 163 were 
discharged on pardon, or commutation of sentence, 
and 6 cn ticket-of-leave ; 6 escaped; 9 committed 
The borough and 
The 


suicide; 160 died; and 10 were executed. 





metropolitan prisons are inadequate to the commitments. 
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prison punishments for misconduct have decreased in a greater 
degree than the prison population. The number of prison 
officers is to that of the prisoners as 1 to 69, The total 
ordinary charge of all prisons in 1859 was £406,028, or 
£24 5s, 11d. for each prisoner. The funds from which these 
expenses are defrayed are the local rates and funds; one- 
fourth of the total, however, being reimbursed to these funds by 
the State. The convict prisons which are appropriated exclusively 
to those sentenced to penal servitude, are under the control of 
the Secretary of State, and are maintained out of the public 
funds. Formerly, all convicts were crowded in the hulks 
until removed to a penal colony, or were left in the local 
prisgns, where teaching and training on a system of separation 
could not be combined with strict discipline. The total num- 
ber of convicts in the year was of males, 8,922; and of 
females, 1,461; of whom 364 were removed to the colonies, 
1 to a county gaol, 1 to a reformatory or school, 38 to lunatic 
asylums, 1,747 were discharged on termination of sentence, 
234 males, and 18 females, on tickets of leave; 24 males on 
commutation of sentence, 13 males on pardon, 78 died, 1 male 
committed suicide, and 3 males escaped. The disuse of 
transportation shows, in a clearer light, the diminution of the 
prisoners at home. The increased number of female convicts 
is partly owing to the absence for some time of suitable means 
of having them transported. The report suggests that the 
unusually large proportion of the repeated recommittals of 
females shows the greater difficulty of their reformation, as 
also that no proper discipline has yet been found for the lost 
characters of this class. Tickets of leave have progressively 
declined since 1856, in which year the number was 2,892; in 
1859, the number was only 252, A sudden restriction of the 
means of transportation to a penal colony was the original 
cause of the adoption of the system, and of its temporarily 
prevalent use. At the end of the year there were in custody 
6,650 males, and 1,202 female convicts. The infirmary cases 
This advantage 


were of mules, 6,663; of females, only 350, 
of the females, the report suggests, may be owing to 


the nature of their occupations, or to temperament. It might 
be added that, as the females are more frequently recommitted 
they might be expected to endure confinement better than the 
males. Prison punishments averaged only 1 a day. The 
total of officers was 1,188. The total cost of these prisons 
was £247,716 14s. 4d., or £31 19s. 3d. for each convict. There 
were about £20,000 also given as gratuities to the convicts on 
their discharge. In the foregoing estimate of costs no allow- 
ance has been made for the value of the labour of the convicts, 
which must be considerable, In 1847, the law for the first 
time obviated the necessity of the long imprisonment of youth- 
ful offenders before trial, by empowering two justices to deter- 
mine cases of simple larceny, and have the offenders, if neces- 
sary, whipped, if these were under 14 years of age, a term ex- 
tended in 1850 to 16 years of age. In 1854, special provi- 
sions were enacted, for their teaching, discipline, and industrial 
training, after conviction, so that the offenders, after under- 
going a short imprisonment, might be sent to a reformatory 
school for not less than 2, or more than 5, years. Reforma. 
tory schools are charitable institutions privately supported, in 
which, when certified by a Secretary of State, young offenders 
are associated with the uncoavicted inmates, and subjected to 
the discipline of a school rather than of a prison. The cost of 
their maintenance is defrayed from the public funds, and may 
be recovered from their parents or relations. In 1854 
there was but one certified school with 23 committed in- 
mates. Since this date the number has progressively increased, 
and was in 1859, of schools 49, of commitments 922, Con- 
currently with the general decrease of commitments the class 
of juvenile offenders has decreased in a still greater ratio 





than theformer. The increase of numbers, therefore, in these 
schools is owing to the absorbing development of the reformg. 
tory system. The total number in the reformatories at the 
end of 1859 was 1,984 males and 442 females. During the 
year there were 201 males and 17 females discharged on order 
from the Secretary of State; 195 males and 28 females on the 
completion of their term; 31 males and 2 females absconded, 
and were not retaken; 24 males and 7 females were com- 
mitted to prison for refractory conduct; and 14 males and 
5 females died. The long detention does not account for the 
decrease of recomuuitals, as the previous commitments, instead 
of increasing with the number discharged, have actually largely 
diminished. There were in the year 424 males and 48 females 
recommitted ; 104 males and 11 females were recommitted 
twice, and then in a progressively decreasing ratio, until we find 
that 11 (males) was the number committed above seven 
and 1 (male) above ten times. The most general age of 
those committed was 14 ; the least general, 16; probably be- 
cause this has been the boundary age of the jurisdiction. Ex- 
cept for the ages 13, 14, and 15, the great majority of those 
committed could neither read nor write; but few of any age 
could read and write well, and none had received superior in: 
struction. The total expenses for this class of prisoners 
amounted to £38,853 1s. 3d., or 7s. each per week. This was 
defrayed from the public fund, but £1,594 0s, 8d. were recovered 
from the parents. The Middlesex Industrial School is not 
comprehended in the foregoing estimates, and differs in its re- 
gulations from those mentioned. In 1857 industrial schools 
were empowered by statute to be established for vagrant non- 
criminal children. These schools must be certified by the Com- 
mittee of Privy Council on Education, and receive children 
between seven and fourteen years of age, who are discharged at 
@hy time on due surety for good behaviour for twelve months 
being given, or suitable employment being provided. There 
are ten such schools in the metropolis and eight in the provinces 
Commitments have only been made to seven schools, and of the 
total ninety-six commitments ninety-one were made to one 
school, so that the report insinuates that these were rather 
brought within the requirements of the Act than committed as 
vagrants under its provisions, 

Of criminal lunatics there were 703 males and 198 females, 
of whom 34 males and 9 females died, 1 female committed sui- 
cide, 3 males and 1 female escaped, and 47 males and 23 females 
became sane. The numbers under detention have been in- 
creasing since 1856, owing probably, as suggested by the report, 
to the greater vigilance of the police, and also to the period of 
detention haying no limits. This last cause should operate 
until the average duration of life in the case of criminal lunatics 
should have elapsed from the date of the first returns. The 
offences of this class of prisoners are most varied; of murder 
and attempts to murder the number was, for males, 176; for 
females, 52: of larceny, for males, 150; for females, 65: of 
arson, for males, 35; for females, 5: of treasonable or seditious 
offences, for males, 2: of forgery, for males, 2: and of desertion 
from the army and navy, 6. The total charges for this class 
of prisoners were £23,376 16s. 5d., of which £5,125 4s. 3d. 
were defrayed from county and borough rates, £5,316 19s. 1d. 
from parish rates, £11,276 19s. 4d. from public revenues, and 
£1,657 13s. 9d. from private funds, This concludes the first 
part of the judicial statistics. 

The registrar concludes his report by asserting the imprac- 
ticability of discovering and tabulating the motives of criminals, 
owing to the numerous con:urrent causes of crime, the opposi- 
tion of the law to a criminatory exmnination of a prisoner, 
and the untrustworthiness of confessions; inasmuch as they 
may emanate from a hope of pardon, or from motives far 
different from a desire to publish the truth. No proposal for 
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developing the sphere of these statistics has been more frequently 
made to the registrar than this excursion into the region of pro- 
babilities. It is, however, not desirable that the force and value of 
statistical facts should be weakened by the accession of more im- 
peachable data. Moreover, even if we continue ignorant of the 
motives of criminals, we can at all events inspect the practical 
working of our law as exhibited from time to time by sta- 
tistics, and infer the connexion of crime either generally or in 
particular phases with the legal institutions of the time, by a 
review of the contemporaneous measures most used by the law 
for the prevention or punishment of crime, and thus accomplish 
the object for which a knowledge of motives is sought. It is 
true that inferences from a discursive review of statistics may 
be erroneous; but while different systems work for a long time 
together in harmony, and are accompanied by a progressive 
diminution of crime, we cannot at all events view them with 
mistrust. The facts, moreover, are unquestionable, and afford, 
for ulterior investigations, a locus standi which a chase after the 
motives of criminals could never supply. 


The rise and spread of the reformatory system is the most 
conspicuous improvement in the recent relations of the law to 
criminals. The statistics vouch for the efficacy of the system, 
as to its object—the reformation of the committed. The only 
question, therefore, upon this matter, is the degree of 
familiarity which the unconvicted inmates should be allowed 
to hold with the convicted. This is-a matter of detail; but 
itis all important. The amendment of the worst class of 
pupils is consistent with a general deterioration of the morals 
of all. However, this deterioration, perhaps, cannot be con- 
siderable, so long as the worst class of the pupils is improving, 
and it is only necessary that, as the system has been beneficial 
to the direct objects of its bounty, its general sanatory pro- 
cesses be carefully watched, and made to operate for the 
improvement of all the objects of its care. With regard 
to the detection of crime, it is unpleasant to read in the 
report that coroners’ functions are embarrassed by the in- 
terference of justices, and that witnesses’ expenses are 
not always uniformly "allowed. Now, this is the most im- 
portant matter in the whole province to which the sta- 
tistics refer. It is idle to cry out for an active executive, 
for special commissions, for a public prosecutor having a legal 
omnipresence, and for all other desiderata, if an error in the 
first digestion, so to speak, blunts all subsequent progress in 
the detection of crime. To coroners and their juries, we 
naturally look for the first traces of capital criminals. An inquiry 
into the cause of death opens up a field for interrogation 
equivalent to what the law denies directly as to an accused. 
It does more; it rationally allows conjecture, in this the first 
stage of detecting guilt, to be active, 9s, if not well founded, 
't must be rejected upon the actual trial of the accused. But, 
at first, unless suspicion be allowed a certain weight, there 
will be no arrest, and no trial. When e murder is recent, 
also, indignation is rife, witnesses are prompt, and the 
conscience-stricken is most oppressed with his guilt. But, 
further review of the utility of coroners’ inquests is needless. 
They are indispensable, at all events so long as we have no 
public prosecutor; and to have inquests held on all proper 
cecasions, and duly conducted, the witnesses must be properly 
paid, all other expenses readily allowed, and all facilities for 
the conduct of inquiries compulsorily enjoined by law. 


> 
> a 


WHAT MAY WE DO WITH OUR OWN? 
We understand that, at a recent convivial mooting, a question 
of some practical interest, but which has hitherto attracted 
little or no attention, was started by a learned conveyancer, 








and that the debate thereon, as conducted by A., B., and C., 
was to the following effect :-— 

A.—I have had a doubt as to the soundness of the practice 
of conveyancers, with respect to separate provisions for 
married women, in not making any distinction between adults 
and infants. Is it clearly correct? : 

B.—Settlement of money—Trust for a married female infant 
for her life for her separate use—Declaration by the settlor 
that the trustees shall be accountable for the income, during 
her infancy, only to him, and that, as between settlor, his ex- 
ecutors, &c., and the trustees, her receipts, notwithstanding her 
infancy, shall be good discharges. Would not that be good? 
Put these cases— 

1. You give me sixpence to give to a boy who sweeps a 
crossing. I give it. Am I discharged of the sixpence ? 

2. Legacy to be given by executors to deserving poor. They 
give £5 to a distressed needlewoman, aged 20. Are they not 
discharged ? 

3. I buy a pair of gloves ina shop of a boy aged 15, and 
pay him 3s. 6d. Am I discharged ? 

4, Must you inquire of a lad, who serves out railway tickets, 
whether he is of age, in order to be safe in paying him for 
them? 

A,—When you (B.) advance unsound propositions, and 
essay to defend them, you may exclaim, with just exultation, 
“ Si Pergama dextra defendi possent etiam hac defensa fuissent.’ . 

1. Your first instance is that of income devoted to the sepa- 
rate use of a female infant covert. If payment to her would be 
good at all, I submit that it would be warranted only as she 
may be deemed, either the agent of her husband (which, in 
point of law, she may be), or the recipient of his bounty (which 
her infancy would not prevent her from accepting); for I con- 
ceive that she cannot have the income directly to her separate 
use in the ordinary legal, or rather equitable, acceptation of 
that term, because she cannot exercise any substantive, inde- 
pendent, discretion. It is familiar that an infant cannot exe- 
cute a power, and what is money but power? Unless it pro- 
ceed from the husband, I know of no legitimate channel through 
which it can reach her so as to be at her sole disposal. It can- 
not be considered as a “ bread-and-butter-girl’s ” pocket money, 
because married ladies, young or old (as we know), do not wear 
pockets, but dip their hands periodically into those of their 
husbands. Could she make a testamentary disposition of the 
savings of such income? Suppose I bequeath £1,000 to an 
infant spinster for her separate use, is it not clear that my 
executors could not safely pay it to her? Would coverture, 
supervening upon infancy, give her capacity to receive it ? 

2. Then as to your second instance, of my giving you six- 
pence (more probably a copper), to give to one of Lord Shaf- 
tesbury’s boys, I submit that it proves nothing, because I ama 
free agent, and may, at my pleasure or caprice, scatter my 
guinea-fees on the pavement of Fleet-street (not, perhaps, jus- 
tifiably, even in a legal point of view), or authorise another so 
to dispose of them. I may fling my purse down Carisbrook 
Well (not, however, without committing a trespass), but my 
discretion (or rather my power of so abusing it) ends with me, 
for if I direct my executors to dispose of it after a similar 
fashion, they, I apprehend (with great deference to certain 
opposite dicta advanced in the course of this discussion), would 
be accountable to my residuary legatee or next of kin—unless 
indeed, in a suit to be instituted by or on behalf of the bottom 
of the well (apparently the party most deeply interested), the 
court would decree a specific performance of the direction. In 
the absence of a valid disposition, the law ordains a successor, 
and a valid disposition supposes a capable object or reasonable 


purpose. 
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3. Your next instance is that of a legacy to be given by 
executors to deserving poor, and of which they give five 
pounds to a distressed needle-woman just out of her teens. 
This you see is charity, and in no respect distinguishable on 
princigle from the ordinary action of an hospital or dispensary. 

4, If your next problem—that of your buying a pair of 
gloves in a shop of a boy aged fifteen and paying him 3s. 6d. (a 

onstrous price for a conyeyancer)—is not to be solved by 
the lex mercatoria, it has an answer in the presumption that 
young doeskin is the authorised agent of some competent ven- 
der; but, as all presumptions are liable to be rebutted, it may 
happen that, unless you proceed with reasonable circumspection, 
you may find yourself, not only not “ discharged” from the 
3s. 6d., but onerated with a heavier weight of metal. To the 
remaining query (as to the underdone lad who serves out rail- 
way tickets), a similar answer may, I think, be given. 

C.—A man, a living man, may do what he pleases with his 
money, or other personal chattels, so only that he does not 
injure or annoy his neighbour. A father may give £20,000 to 
his infant daughter, whether married or unmarried, but I think 
he cannot make a settlement and direct that the income of 
the settled property shall be paid to an infant daughter, 
whether he (the settlor) shall be living or dead. A settlor 
cannot contravene the policy of the law. A man, during 
his life. may do anything he pleases with his money, 
however absurd, but this power ceases on his death. Every 
testamentary disposition is subject to the rules of law, and if I 
recollect right, Sir John Nichol set aside a will because it 
“sounded to folly.” A bequest of money to be thrown down a 
well would be void, not merely on the ground of absurdity, 
but also, according to certain recent decisions (sound or un- 
sound), because it infringed the rule against perpetuities! The 
right of a residuary legatee, or of the next of kin, is only to 
be defeated by a valid bequest, and if money be bequeathed to 
an infant, he or she cannot give a good discharge for the 
same. An infant may sell his time and labour and he is com- 
petent to receive the price. If an infant were to invent a useful 
machine, I think he might sell it, and a purchaser would be 
safe in paying the purchase money. To this extent an infant 
may contract, and may be considered to have the power of a 
person sui juris. A shopkeeper fills his shop with goods to be 
exchanged for money, and he may direct how the exchange is 
to be carried out, whether by a living hand or otherwise— 
it might be effected by machinery, the price of the goods being 
marked thereon. In such a case an infant may clearly be the 
agent for carrying out the exchange on behalf of the shop- 
keeper. His competency is not involved; the laty assumes that 
he only says and does what his master directs. Railway 
tickets might be delivered by machinery, and the money paid 
into a wooden hand. If executors have money to give in 
charity they may give to an infant, for it is to relieve his 
bodily wants,—assuming that the infant is of sufficient age to 
be able to expend the money for such a purpose. Executors, 
in such a case, would not be justified in giving £5 to a child 
of four or five years old. 

[As we do not profess tantas componere lites, we leave this, 
not unimportant, problem to be solved on the reassembling, 
with renovated powers, of the grave body to whose love of 
curious inquiry it is attributed. ] 


4 
ts 


THE LATE MR. JARMAN. 

[ We have received the following communication from Mr. 
Hayes, the eminent conveyancer, to whom we have been 
already so much indebted for a highly interesting biographical 
sketch of the late Mr. Jarman.] 

“ The result of a search among the late Mr. Jarman’s papers 








for Lord Eldon’s letter of acknowledgment on being presented 
with a copy of Jarman’s Powell on Devises, dedicated to hig 
lordship, was unsuccessful, and the letter appeared to be irre- 
coverably lost, when I received from an old pupil the following 
communication. You may perhaps think this sequel to the 
short history given of the dedication, in the extract appended 
to your recent biographical notice of the able editor, of sufii- 
cient interest to be inserted in your Journal. 


“ Derby, 21st August, 1860, 
“ Dear Mr. Hayes,—Upon tumbling over my papers I found 
to-day the enclosed relic, the perusal of which may afford you 
pleasurable recollections. It was placed in my hands some 
years ago, by the old clerk of the old office of your time. I 
observe that the letter was written upwards of thirty years 
ago.—Yours, dear Mr. Hayes, with esteem and affection, 
“ C. B, PoRTMORE,” 


“ Temple, June 2, 1827, 

“ Dear Sir,—If you should want a work on the subject of 
devises, I would recommend to your notice a now edition of 
“ Powell on Devises,” by Jarman. The editor has added a 
treatise on the construction of devises, and some useful pre- 
cedents. I ought not, perhaps, to recommend this book, as 
the editor has thought fit to connect my name with it,—but 
in truth my share of the undertaking was extremely insignifi- 
cant, consisting of little more than general hints as to the 
arrangement, &c., the revision of the sheets as they came 
from the press, the contribution of a note or two to the first 
volume, and part of the introductory chapter to the second. 
It is the production of a self-taught conveyancer—of a young 
man fresh from the office of a country solicitor, and, as such, 
is, 1 think, an extraordinary effort of talent and research, 
Sugden has spoken highly of it; and I send you below a copy 
of Lord Eldon’s letter to the editor, which, having been written 
since his retirement from office may, perhaps, interest you. 
As I believe that you dip a little into law books, I have 
thought that you would be glad to be apprised of the publi- 
cation of'a comprehensive work on a subject of such general 
interest as wills.—I am, dear Sir, yours very truly, 

“ Jesse Berridge, Esq., Leicester. (Signed) W. Hares.” 


“ Sir—I beg to return you my thanks for your volumes on 
devises, of which I have read enough to satisfy me that 
they will be exceedingly useful. The good opinion which 
you have been pleased to express in your dedication of these 
volumes to the late Lord Chancellor is highly valuable, when 
the work itself demonstrates that that opinion is expressed by 
a person very learned in that profession, the honor of which 
and its welfare will be always dear to, Sir, your obliged 
servant, (Signed) Epon.” 





Ss 
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ON LOCAL PRELIMINARY JURISDICTION IN 
CASES OF APPLICATION TO PARLIAMENT FOR 
PRIVATE BILLS FOR USEFUL PUBLIC WORKS. 
The following paper was read in the Jurisprudence 

department of the Social Science Congress at Glasgow, 

by Mr. Mark Whitwill, who represented at the meeting 
the Bristol Chamber of Commerce :— 


The subject I propose for discussion, viz., that of localising 
the preliminary process for obtaining legal sanction for under- 
takings of a public nature, promoted by individuals or aggre- 
gate subscriptions, or by corporate bodies, is one which is 


gradually becoming of practical interest. The Preliminary 
Inquiries Act, 9 & 10 Vict. c. 106, passed in 1846, was a step 
in this direction, but I believe it was unpopular with the pro- 
fessions which have so much the ear of Parliament in such 
matters. The question has, consequently, made no further 
positive legislative progress, and doubtless the obstacle just re- 
ferred to, as well as those presented by the prescriptive preju: 
dices of Parliamentary formalism will continue to prevail for 
some time longer. In the two last sessions of Parliament, the 
member for St. Ives (Mr. Paull), has striven perseveringly to 
legislate in promotion of the object, with special reference to 
piers and harbours; and although the honourable gentleman 
has been well supported in the House of Commons itself, the 
influences just referred to, and the éimorousness of the pre- 
sent heads of the Admiralty, have prevented any actual legis- 
lation. Much has, however, probably been gained by the 
labours of the committee over which that honourable gentle- 
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man presided in the last session of Parliament; because the 
opposition has there made a definite stand, and the grounds of 
objection are brought out in their full force. Mr. W. Ewart, 
the member for Dumfries, has given notice of a motion for the 
ensuing session of Parliament, which, if successful in princi- 
ple, would place the question in an advanced position, and lay 
the foundation for legislative action, The notice is as follows :— 
“Business of the House-—That it is expedient to consider 
whether this House may not be relieved of a certain portion of 
its labours, by the appointment of tribunals which may con- 
duct its private business, subject to the reconsideration and 
supervision of the House. Also, by the relegation of certain 
matters, now submitted to private bill committees, to the muni- 
cipal corporations of cities and boroughs, That the House of 
Commons, being thus partially relieved in the discharge of its 
duties, be divided into committees consisting of seven members 
each, such as a committee of finance, a committee of law, &c., 
to which committees bills appertaining to the several subjects 
submitted to the consideration of such committees shall be re- 
ferred; and that more than one committee to consider different 
bills on the same subject be appointed if required, That on 
the report on each bill being made to the House, a day be ap- 
pointed for the consideration of such report. That select com- 
mittees likewise consist of not more than sevenmembers. That 
select committees, as well as those above suggested, be chosen 
bya committee of selection, who shall choose them on account 
of their experience and knowledge of the subjects submitted 
to their consideration; and that the members of such com- 
mittees shall make a declaration that they will regularly attend 
such committees.” I shall not stop at present to discuss any 
of these suggestions, or any other details, My purpose in this 
paper is merely to throw out some general propositions 
inviting discussion, and serving to elicit the opinion of the 
jurisprudence department of the association. It is by such 
means that opinions are ripened or corrected, and the cause of 
progress and civilization promoted. If the views propounded 
be sound they will ultimately prevail; if they be unsound, 
discussion will correct them. I presume the proposition will 
not be disputed, that it is desirable every facility should be 
afforded for the construction of useful public works consistent 
with a due regard for the general good and the protection of 
private interests. At present such facilities do not exist, but 
on the contrary no such works can be commenced without so 
expensive a preliminary process as in many cases to deter the 
promoters from undertaking them; and thus many enterprises 
that would be highly valuable to particular neighbourhoods, 
and to the public generally, remain unrealised. The expensive 
process referred to is well known—every private Bill for 
public purposes has to be submitted to the consideration of a 
parliamentary committee for the purpose of proving the 
necessity of the work, and of giving those who object thereto 
an opportunity of stating their case; both sides have to appear 
by counsel; an array of promoters, solicitors, and witnesses 
have to attend in London day after day, and an enormous bill 
of costs is the result, The question arises, cannot the 
necessary inquiry be conducted more economically, and yet 
m every respect more satisfactorily? because if so it is clear 
that the public interests demand an alteration of the system. 
Ihave no hesitation in saying that this can be done by means 
of special commissioners who could on the spot take evidence 
pro and con, and on whose report Parliament would either 
grant or withhold the Act. It requires no argument to prove 
that such a plan would be an immense saving of expense, and, 
80 far as I can see, would be quite as likely to prevent the 
carrying out of useless or injurious works, and more calculated 
to promote beneficial and desirable enterprises than the existing 
tedious, harassing and expensive process. I have said nothing 
of the waste of time and energies which the existing plan 
entails on our M.P.’s—time and energies which might be 
employed with advantage in the consideration and settlement 
of great public questions, political and social—the evils of 
which are indicated in the notice given by Mr. Ewart, which I 
have already quoted above. The machinery of the Health of 
Towns Acts, and that of the Charity Commission, may be 
referred to as indicative of the modus operandi to be extended 
to such cases as those to which I have alluded. The Pre- 
liminary Inquiries Act does not extend far enough, because 
under it, the process of investigation has to be repeated before 
the Houses of Parliament, and thus the most costly part of the 
preliminary proceedings has still to be endured or serves as an 
impediment to the promotion of many useful undertakings. 








The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Paconcies, Ke. 


MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 

The Michaelmas Quarter Sessions commenced on the 8th 
inst., at the Guildhall, Westminster, before Mr. Bodkin, Assis- 
taut-Judge, Mr. Payne, Deputy, and the following full bench of 
magistrates:—Mr. Pownall, the Chairman; Mr. Hogarth, Mr. 
Beetham, Mr. Tanner, Mr. Gould, Mr. Simpson, Sir George 
Hodgkinson, Mr. Woolsey, Mr. Halsey, Dr. Bateman, Mr. 
- anatgle Mr. J. D. Fletcher, Mr. H. J. Baxter, and Mr. 
“rere. 

The calendar contains the names of forty-seven prisoners, 
of whom forty-one are charged with felony and six with mis- 
demeanour. 

The Assistant-JuDGE delivered the charge to the grand 


jury. 


This being the first day of the Michaelmas Sessions, the high 
constables of the division attended with the jury lists, and 

Mr. Pownall, the Chairman of the Bench, called attention to 
the careless and inaccurate manner in which they were pre- 
pared by the parish overseers generally. Inaccuracies were 
continued year after year which the least attention would 
obviate. Some names were omitted which should 
be on. Those of persons who had been dead for 
years were continued, as well as of those who had left the 
parish, and had not been rated for years. These mistakes 
caused great delay in the business of the session. There need 


not be any, and the divisional justices should do their utmost to 
see that the lists were accurately prepared. 


~~ 
= > 


Correspondence. 


THE LAW LORDS. 

I have been culling a few flowers from that uninviting 
parterre the Blue Book, containing the judicial statistics, and 
in p. 156, I find the House of Lords heard in the session of 
1859 thirty-six appeals, and forty-nine remained unheard. 
How many days were occupied does not appear (though the 
days the Lord Chancellor and Justices and the Vice-Chan- 
cellors sat in their own respective courts at Lincoln’s-inn does 
appear), but I cannot suppose there were very many occupied 
when one considers that one or two days in the week are 
not to be infringed upon, and that there are the Easter and 
Whitsun holydays. It is a well-known fact too that the judges 
assist (and very materially), the law lords in coming to a con- 
clusion. On looking over the reports of the present session, 
I see Lords Campbell (Chancellor), Cranworth, and Wensley- 
dale, are the most punctual in their attendance. Lords Chelms- 
ford, Kingsdown, and Brougham are next, but Lord St. Leonards 
very rarely comes. What I would suggest is, that the House 
should sit every day during the session, holydays and all. 
Three or four law lords would be quite enough at a time—a 
rota, or something like it, might be established. The Lord 
Chancellor, on the 24th August, in the House, made an allusion 
to the Westminster hotel case; but rather unfairly left it to 
inference, that the expedition there used was common. Every- 
body in the profession knows the contrary. I read X. Y. Z.’s 
letter of the 15th September, in your Journal, with much 
satisfaction. The attendance of the law lords at the Privy 
Council (which might prevent the alleged necessity of the 
frequent closing of the Lords Justices Court) is but rare. I 
wish they would attend more frequently to their judicial duties 
—some of them receive high sums for a very short tenure of 
a judicial office. D. H. 


THE LAW OF PROPERTY AMENDMENT ACT. 

The solicitors generally are kept in a state of wonderment 
to know the ohject of the clauses about judgments, registering 
executions, &c.; and perhaps as the noble and learned author of 
the Act cannot well imitate the example of the Commissioner 
of Public Works, and mount the stump in Hyde Park, he will 
write another letter to the Times to relieve the minds of his 
admirers, A judgment is registered to affect real estate, as 
everybody thought, but why issue an execution that cannot 
affect it? that is an odd sequel. Some one suggested an elegit 
was meant, but that is a cnmbrous and nearly impracticable 
remedy. Is the execution to be put in force, or merely to be 
returned nulla dona; and if the latter, what is the use of it? 
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everybody knows the sheriff will always return nulla bona if 
asked. I dare say, I shall be told I have not studied the Act; 
and the case is so; those who have, tell me they cannot make 
out a line of it; and the able letters that have issued from the 
Common Pleas office, leave us just where we were as to the 
practical working of it. DD. B.D: 


CONVEYANCE TO OR BY A FEME COVERT. 


In reply to Mr. Chadwick’s question contained in your last 
Journal, I beg to say that even if a purchaser should refuse to 
take a conveyance under the power of appointment, the wife 
could convey it under the Fines and Recoveries Act without the 
concurrence of the husband; for by the 91st section of that 
Act it is provided that where a married woman is living apart 
from her husband by mutual consent, the Court of Common 
Pleas may, by order, upon the summary application of the 
wife, dispense with the concurrence of the husband. (See Re 
Jane Turner, 3 C. B. 166, and Re Woodall, 3 C. B. 639.) 

Oct. 8. A. G. P. 

[See also on this point Ex parte Thomas (4 Moo. & Sc. 331); 
Re Ann Shirley (7 Scott 174; and 7 C. B.)—Ep. S. J.] 


I. I think Mrs. S. may by deed appoint the property 
devised by her father’s will, and that ‘‘the use” under her 
appointment would take effect as if it were executed by the 
Statute of Uses, 1 Steph. Comm. 580. Of course, the power 
being to her alone, she may exercise it without her husband’s 
concurrence. 

2. In a similar case, where the wife, living apart, made a 
purchase, I conveyed the property to J. B. and his heirs, to 
such uses, for such estates, &c., as the said married woman 
should, by any deed or deeds or by her last will, or any writ- 
ing in the nature, &c., appoint, give, or devise the same, and in 
default, &c. to the only proper use of the said married 
woman, her heirs and assigns for ever.” 

I do not see how any objection could be made to taking a 
conveyance in this form, nor was any made in my case. If 
the vendor's solicitors had objected, I should have asked how 
they came to make a contract with her, and get her deposit on 
the purchase. HENRICUS. 


The generality of your readers must, I conceive, be obliged 
to your correspondent for mooting this point. It has long been 
matter of surprise to myself how rarely such questions are 
discassed in purely legal Journals. They are, or must be, of 
more actual use than the dry tedious questions or matters we 
so often meet with; and I hope, therefore, the above and the 
“rent apportionment ” question may receive proper considera- 
tion. Your Journal should be essentially the proper channel 
or organ for mooting points of practice, both in conveyancing 
and in common law. 

It seems with respect to the above question that, in the case 
of feme coverts, executions of powers have been held good, and 
that the marriage does not suspend the power. It is quite 
clear that the fee simple in this case was vested in E. S., 
and not suspended, as your correspondent considers; that a 
power of appointment, as in this case, does not suspend the 
vesting of remainders; but that they vest at once and are liable 
to be divested by a subsequent execution of the power. (See 
Cruise Digest, tit. 32, ch. 13, &c., where the law will be found.) 
But then it is much to be doubted if a purchaser can-be com- 
pelled or induced to complete a purchase from E. S. without her 
acknowledging the deed or the husband being made a party, as 
she has an interest coupled with the power. In my own dis- 
trict I feel satisfied no solicitor would accept the title without 
those compliances. 

He asks, 2ndly, if a conveyance be made to E. S. of land 
“can she direct it to be made in the words by which her father, 
the testator, devised his estates to her;’ this is, no doubt, a 
more difficult point to answer than the other, and depends on 
80 many questions of fact not stated that I hesitate to answer it. 

Oct. 10, R. E. J 


Will the following decision assist your Lynn correspondent? 
—A feme covert described as such in the will of testator may, 
during coverture, execute by deed a power of disposition given 
her by the will, over real and personal estate—Downes vy. Tim- 
peron, 4 Russ, 334. R. E. J. 


APPORTIONMENT OF RENT. 
“A Young Beginner” will find what he wants as to the 





apportionment of rent of an estate sold in lots, in 4 Jarm, 
Cony., 3rd edit., 335; I also refer him to Dart’s Vend. & Purch, 
84; and to Walter v. Maunde (1 Jac. & W. 181). B Bi 
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Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 


The eighth aggregate meeting of this society commenced jts 
sittings on the 8th instant, the place of meeting being the 
Council Chamber, Town Hall-buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Among those present were, from London—Mr. T. Kennedy, 
the Chairman of the Association; Mr. W. S. Cookson, President 
of the Incorporated Law Society; Mr, W. Shaen; Mr. J, §, 
Torr, Deputy Chairman of the Association; Mr. J. Turner, 
Mr. J, A. Rose; Mr. W. Crossman; Mr. P. Rickman, Secretary 
of the Association. From Liverpool—Mr. G. Dodd, President 
of the Liverpool Law Society; Mr. R, Radcliffe, Vice-President 
of ditto; Mr. Gill, Hon. Sec. of ditto; Mr. T. Avison; Mr, E, 
Banner; Mr. R. A. Payne. From Dorking—Mr. A. Hart, 
From Greenwich—Mr. C. A. Smith. From Maidstone—Mp, 
J. Case, Deputy Chairman of the Association. From Manches. 
ter—Mr, R. B. B. Cobbett, President of the Manchester Lay 
Society. From Derby—Mr. F. Baker. From York—Mr. T, 
Hodgson, Secretary of the Yorkshire Law Society. From Bir. 
mingham—Mr. Arthur Ryland, From Sunderland—Mr. T, 
Burn, Jun.; Mr. §. Alcock, Jun. From Huddersfield—M,, 
J. Rayner, Secretary of the Huddersfield Chamber of Com. 
merce. From Morpeth—Mr. G. Brunnell. From Neweastle 
—Mr. J. Clayton, Town Clerk and President of the New. 
castle and Gateshead Law Society ; Mr. G. W. Hodge, Vice- 
Presidént of ditto; Mr. Crighton, Hon. Secretary of ditto; 
Mr. J. Fenwick; Mr. G. W. .Stable; Mr. M. L,. Jobling. 
Deputy Registrar of Probate Court; Mr. J. T. Edgecome; Mr. 
P. H. Stanton; Mr. T. Burnup; Mr. W. R. Swan; Mr. H. W. 
Fenwick; Mr. J. Blacklock; Mr. J. G. Brown; Mr. W. MM. 
Hill; Mr. J. H. Ingledew; Mr. J. Watson; Mr. Arnott; Mr 
Bush; Mr. G. Armstrong; Mr. J. L. Forster; Mr, G. W. Cram; 
Mr. W. Chartres; Mr, J. Atkinson; Mr. G. U. Laws; Mr. W. 
Wanless; Mr. W. Dunn; Mr. Edward Hall; and Mr. W. Lockey 
Harle. From Gateshead—Mr. J. W. Swinburne, Town Clerk; 
Mr. J. Radford, Joint Secretary to the Newcastle and Gates- 
head Law Society; Mr. J. Hunter; Mr. Longstaffe. 

Mr. F. H. Janson, Mr, J. Anderton, Mr. E. Lawrence, of 
London, Mr. J. Sharp, of Lancaster; Mr. Tree, of Worcester; 
and Mr, Burrup, of Gloucester, and several others who had 
expressed their intention of being present, were prevented 
from attending the meeting, 

Mr. Kennepy, the chairman, opened the session 
address, which was as follows :— 

It has fallen to my lot to have the honour of presiding 
over your eighth aggregate meeting. I assure you, with all 
sincerity, that however gratifying it may have been to my fed- 
ings to fill the honourable post of chairman of the association, 
it was not without some degree of hesitation that I accepted 
the office, fearing that my humble abilities scarcely justified me 
in taking upon myself its important duties. I considered, 
however, as I did when I became a member of the committee, 
that the existence and working of your association were so ad- 
vantageous both to the profession to which we belong and to 
the public, especially in these times of reform, that I could not 
refuse to give it such assistance as I was able, even at the risk 
of inefficiently performing the duties which would devolve upon 
me. I need not tell any one here how difficult it is, in the 
midst of the arduous avocations of our toilsome profession, t 
give proper attention to extrancous duties of this kind. Iam 
sure, therefore, that I shall have your kind consideration and 
indulgence for all my shortcomings whilst I briefly call your 
attention to the matters which hawe occupied the attention © 
the committee since our last meeting. 

The proceedings of the association between our las 
aggregate meeting, held in October last, and our annuél 
general meeting, held on the 18th of April last, a 
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given in the report of the committee read at the latter 
meeting, which has since been printed. I need not, there- 


fore, further allude to them, than to mention that the Bills | 


then in progress in Parliament in which the committee took an 


interest were—‘ The Attorneys and Solicitors Bill,” “The | 


Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and’ Certificated Conveyancers 
Bill,” Lord St. Leonards’ “ Bill further to amend the Law of 
Property,” “ The Plea on Indictments Bill,” and the Attorney- 
General's “ Bankruptey and Insolvency Bill.” Two of these 
Bills, ‘‘ The Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and Certificated 


Conveyancers Bill,” and the “Bill further to amend the Law | 
of Property,” have become law; and I am happy to say that the | 


result of our efforts have been, upon the whole, satisfactory. 
I will first notice the two Bills relating to attorneys and soli- 


citors, One of these Bills, “ The Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, | 


and Certificated Conveyancers Bill,” was brought into the 


House of Lords at the instance of the Incorporated Law Society, | 


with the co-operation of our association, and had for its principal 
object improvements relating to the examination to be undergone 
by those who are desirous of becoming members of our profession, 
the promotion of which has been the subject of the most 
earnest and anxious attention of our committee for many 
years, and has been so frequently discussed at these meetings. 
The other Bill, ‘The Attorneys and Solicitors Bill,” was 


brought into the House of Commons by Mr. John Locke, a | 
member of the bar, who at the very beginning of the session, | 


proceeded to get his Bill passed through the House of Commons. 
His Bill, however, which was a mere plagiarism of the Bill of 


the Incorporated Law Society of last session, omitting many | 


of its most valuable clauses, although it passed so rapidly 
through the Housé of Commons, was only read a first time in 
the House of Lords, and there it has since remained, without 
a friend to move that it should be read a second time. It was 
found, however, necessary to submit to a clause giving to any 


person who had been aclerk in an attorney’s office for ten | 


years the same privilege of having the period for service under 
articles reduced to three years, as is accorded to those who 
have taken a degree at one of the universities; and a greater 
privilege than was proposed to be given, and has by the Act 
been granted, to those who shall successfully pass what is called 
the middle class examination. This clause was objected to by the 
council of the Incorporated Law Society and by your committee, 
as having a tendency to lower instead of improve the status of 
the profession; but they were unable to resist its introduction. 
Tt was, however, much improved by the caretul definition of 
the “clerk” to whom it applies, introduced by a member 
of the council, Itis true that there might be some clerks 
whose qualificatious would well entitle them to such a privilege; 


but,as a general rule, it might have opened the door to the | 
admission of clerks who wouid be unfit to have the charge of | 


the most important and valuable interests of the public, which 
should be intrusted only to gentlemen who, beside having a 
knowledge of law, orght also to possess that gentlemanly 
bearing and those honourable feelings which are so much 
promcted by a liberal education. As, however, the Act now 
stands with the amended clauses for the examination of can- 
didates adopted by the Incorporated Law Society, at the in- 
stance of this association, I hope, provided the judges make 
their regulations sufficiently comprehensive to include all 
classes of candidates, that the clause in question will be compara- 
tively innocuous. The Bill, which had passed the House of 
Lords before our annual meeting in April, stood for second 
reading in the House of Commons on that day, and notice of 
motion had been given by Mr. Knight that it should be read 
a second time that day six months. The committee presented 
4 petition in favour of the Bill, praying the omission of the 
clause relating to clerks. They also exerted themselves in 
assisting the Incorporated Law Society to resist Mr. Knight’s 
motion, and the second reading was carried by a triumphant 
majority, the number of votes being 191 against 29. The 
Bill made some progrees in committee on the Ist of May, 
but, from one cause or another, no further progress was made 
from that time until almost the very end of the Session; not- 
withstanding the strenuous efforts made by the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society and your committee to get it brought in. 
We have, however, to congratulate ourselves that the Bill has 
become law, and that it contains clauses in conformity with 
the resolutions passed at our last aggregate meeting, giving 
the judges power to make regulations for examinations before 
and during articles in general knowledge, legal knowledge, 
and matters of business transacted by attorneys, which provi- 
sions our committee induced the council of the Incorporated 
Law Society to adopt. So far the Incorporated Law Society 
and your association have suceceded in their object of obtain- 





ing enactments which cannot fail to improve the status of the 
profession. They have also succeeded in getting clauses into 
the Act, affecting the pecuniary interests of the profession. 
These clauses do not carry out to the full extent the views ot 
the committee, but they are still very valuable, not only in 
themselves, but as shewing that the legislature has had some 
regard to our professional remuneration. The clauses I allude 
to, are the 27th, 28th, and 29th sections of the new Act. “The 
first of these gives the Court of Chancery power, when it is 
making an order for the payment of costs previously taxed, te 
order payment of interest. The clause, as originally brought 
in, was, that all taxed costs should bear interest, if noi 
paid within three months after the date of the allocatur o 
certificate of taxation. ‘The next gives the Courts power to 
charge property recovered with the payment of the costs in- 
curred relating to the recovery of it. ‘This clause, as originally 
brought in, provided that the right to the charge should attach 
in the first instance, subject to an order to give effect to the 
right or to declare that the same ought not to exist. The clause, 
as modified, will, perhaps, in the long run not substantially diffe: 
from it in effect; but it subjects the attorney to the unnecessary 
trouble and expense of obtaining an order in the first instance 
before there is any certainty of his succeeding in th 
recovery of the property in litigation, thus throwing 
upon him the additional risk of the expense of obtain 

ing this order besides that of the other expenses which 
he must incur for his client’s benefit. If he does not obtain 
the order, his right does not attach, and the client may, by an 
assignment executed before the order is obtained, defeat the 
right. The 29th clause remedies an important defect relating 
to costs in lunacy, where the lunatic dies before payment. It 
gives the Chancellor power, notwithstanding the death of th« 
lunatic, to direct the taxation, raising, and payment of such 
costs. The only modification introduced in this clause is one 
limiting the power of the judge to make the order within six 
years after the right to recover the costs accrues—which, under 
the first Act, is one month after the delivery of a signed bill. 
Be‘ore concluding my remarks upon this important Act, by 
whichsuch g~eat advantages have been secured to the profession 

I cannot avoid referring to some clauses, which, although they 
may not operate much to our prejudice, evidence the growin; 

liberality of our branch of the profession: barristers are to bi 

admitted after three years’ service under articles, and in case 

where the qualification of a solicitor to hold any office i; 
the having been admitted for a prescribed period, a barrister 
after being admitted a solicitor, is to reckon the period pre- 
scribed for his qualification from the date of his being called to 
the bar instead of from the date of his admission as a solicitor 
The latter pvovision was not part of the scheme of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, but was introduecd at the instance of 2 
member of the bar. 

I ought also to mention an important clause in the Bill a 
prepared by the Incorporated Law Society, which, notwithstan- 
ding that it passed the House of Lords (though with some modi- 
fication), was, 1 very much regret to say, thrown out by th: 
House of Commons, The clause I refer to repealed the 33r 
section of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, and the 5th Geo. 2, ¢. 18, by whicl 
solicitors are rendered incapable of becoming justices of th« 
peace for counties. In the House of Lords, Lord Cranwortl 
added to the clause a provision that a solicitor should not be : 
justice of the peace in the county in which he practises, and 
when he practises in a city or town being a county in itself, no 
in the county within or adjoining to which such city or towr 
is situate, which would necessarily have been the only place 
where, except in rare instances, he could pérform the function: 
of his office. Nevertheless, even with this amendment, there 
was this advantage in the clause, that it removed from solicitors 
as a body what was felt by many to be a statutory stigma, th: 
stigma of a declaration implying that they are unfit persons t 
be justices of the peace. Ihave, perhaps, detained you with to 
many details relating to this Act of Parliament; but as itis on: 
of such deep interest and moment to all of us, I trust you wil 
excuse me for so doing. 

‘The next Bill to which I shall refer is Lord St. Leonards’ “ Bil 
further to amend the Law of Property,” intended to be supple- 
mental to the * Law of Property and Trustee Relief Act” o 
last session, in which your association has taken an especial inte- 
rest. I am happy to have to report with regard to this measure, 
that although we have not been so successful upon all points as 
we could have wished, yet the result of our exertions has been 
very gratifying. You will recollect that it appears by our last 
general report, that the principal object as taken by us to 
this measure were, first, to the proposed incongruous 
method of dealing with judgments, and especially the 
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violation of existing rights by depriving persons holding 
judgments of the rights which they have acquired. Secondly, 
to the flagrant injustice which it was intended to inflict upon 
the profession by the tenth clause of the Bill, by depriving 
them of remuneration for the labour thrown upon them under 
pain of a criminal prosecution, by the twenty-fourth section of 
“The Law of Property and Trustee Relief Act,” of the last session, 
On the other hand, we proposed to avail ourselves of this Bill, 
to introduce clauses, which had been suggested by us to Lord 
St. Leonards when he was bringing in the first Bill, and which 
he objected to introduce on the ground that any interference 
with the Bill as it then stood might endanger its being passed. 
The amendments we suggested were:—First, to extend to all 
grants and assurances whatever the provisions as to waiver of 
right of re-entry for conditions broken, and for restricting the 
operation of licences to do acts which would otherwise create 
forfeiture. These provisions, by the former Act, were made 
only to apply to leases. Our object was, that the benefit of 
the first eight sections of the Act of last session should be ex- 
tended to freecholds held in Bristol, Manchester, Weston-super- 
Mare, and other places subject to covenants and conditions 
analogous to those usually inserted in building leases. 
Secondly, we proposed that the clause making Acts done under 
powers of attorney after the death of the person executing the 
power or after revocation by him without notice of such death 
or revocation, valid in cases only where trustees were con- 
cerned, should be extended and made applicable to all cases, 
There does not appear to be any good reason why such Acts 
should be valid only in the case of dealings with trustees, and 
the committee thought that it would remove very considerable 
difficulties, and make powers of attorney much more useful, if 
persons acting under them could be relieved from the diffi- 
culties in which they might be placed by their acts being 
rendered invalid, by reason of a circumstance having occurred 
of which they had not any knowledge at the time of the acts 
being done. Thirdly, we proposed to render more effectual 
and useful the provisions of Sir George Turner’s Act, for 
enabling executors and administrators to distribute the assets 
of deceased persons, and protecting them against outstanding 
liabilities without the necessity of an administration suit. A 
deputation of the committee, as you were informed by the 
report read at the last annual meeting, had an interview with 
Lord St. Leonards, in which he declined to adopt any of the 
suggestions of the committee In order to carry out 
the views of your committee upon these points, I 
waited upon Mr. Malins, who fully approved of the 
suggestions made, and promised his support. He especially 
considered the clause relating to judgments very objectionable, 
and informed me that several other eminent members of the 
bar were of the same opinion. I also spoke to Lord Justice 
Turner upon the subject of the proposed amendments in the 
Act known as his Act. He favourably entertained the 
suggestions made, and I conclude that they had his sanction, 
as they ultimately formed part ofthe new Act. The secretary 
also waited upon Mr. Hadfield, who, at his request, gave notice 
of moving the proposed amendments, and he afterwards had a 
long interview with Mr. Walpole, who had charge of the Bill 
for Lord St. Leonards, at which Mr. Hadfield was present. 
The result was a promise by Mr. Walpole to consult the 
Attorney-General upon the point relating to existing judgments, 
and Lord Justice Turner, upon the amendments proposed in 
the Act of which he was the author. With regard to the 
other points, Mr. Walpole refused to entertain the amendments 
as to powers of attorney, and determined to retain the claus? 
relating to abstracts; and although he expressed his willingness 
to support a Bill framed to extend the operation of the clauses 
as to waiver of conditions of forfeiture of freehold estates, he 
would not permit any clauses to that effect to be introduced 
into the pending measure. At the same interview, Mr. Hadfield 
expressed a wish to have charge of the amendment. only which 
related to abstracts, and that the other amendments should be 
moved by some other member. The committee thereupon, put 
themselves in communication with Mr. Murray, who tcok 
charge of the other amendments, and a petition was prepared 
on behalf of the association, and presented by Mr. Murray, 
stating at length their objections to and praying the omission 
of the judgment clauses. The committee also sent full state- 
ments of their views and of the arguments in support of them, 
to the Attorney and Solicitor-General, Sir H. Cairns, Mr. Wal- 
pole, Mr. Rolt, Mr. Malins, and Mr. Hadfield, and also urged 
upon other influential members of Parliament their views upon 
the subject. The result was, that Mr. Walpole himself moved 
to introduce the words submitted to him by the committee to 
prevent the retrospective effect of the Act with regard to judg- 





ments, and the Act was passed with that modification. It would 
have been preferable had the clauses relating to judgments been 
struck out altogether, as, without relieving purchasers or mort. 
gagees from any inconvenience as to searches, they unnecessarily 
throw additional difficulties and expense upon judgment credi- 
tors, who must now not only register their judgment, but issue 
an execution, register it, and actually put it in force within 
three months, if they wish to retain, as against a purchaser or 
mortgagee, any lien upon the land; for, it must be observed, 
that the clauses do not relieve the judgment debtor or any “per. 
sons other than purchasers or mortgagees,” such as assignees 
for creditors, other judgment creditors, &c., from the effect of the 
judgment; and that purchasers and mortgagees must still make 
the search for five years, not only for judgments entered up 
before the passing of the Act, but for judgments subsequently 
entered up, as that will be the only means by which they can 
ascertain whether an execution has been issued and registered; 
for by the 2d section of the Act it is strangely provided that 
executions are to be registered alphabetically in the name ot 
the person on whose behalf the judgment is registered, which, 
if that index only be resorted to, of course involves the ne- 
cessity of searching the whole register, in order to ascertain 
what executions have been registered against a defendant, 
There is, I am aware, a difference of opinion in the profession 
as to the expediency of judgments being a charge upon land, 
which is a matter that ought to be disposed of by direct legis. 
lation, either one way or the other, but I feel satisfied that I 
shall have the concurrence of you all in censuring such a mea- 
sure as this, which cannot have any other effect than to intro- 
duce further complications into this already complicated sub- 
ject. It is, however, satisfactory to know that, by preventing 
the enactment from applying to existing judgments, we have 
prevented the violation of the existing rights of judgment 
creditors acquired under statutory provisions. It is also very 
gratifying to me to be able to state that we have succeeded in 
getting rid altogether of the obnoxious clause as to abstracts, 
and in obtaining the introduction into the Act of the suggested 
improvements in Sir George Turner’s Act by the operation of 
which éxecutors and administrators can now, at a very small 
expence, protect themselves against the liabilities of a deceased 
person without being subjected to the risk of subsequent 
litigation. Lord St. Leonards’ Act of the last session, it is 
true, empowered them, by inserting in the newspapeps 
advertisements such as the Court of Chancery might direct, 
to protect themselves against any claims of which they might 
not have notice; but this course, you will observe, is open to 
serious objection, as it may involve both the client and the 
solicitor in unforeseen litigation; for it is obvious that there are 
two points left open by which executors or administrators may 
be fixed with the payment of claims notwithstanding the 
advertisements. In the first place a claimant might question 
whether sufficient advertisements had been inserted in the 
newspapers, which is often a matter requiring much considera- 
tion, having regard to the place of death and other circum- 
stances connected with the deceased. Secondly, he might 
insist that he had given notice of his claim, and the liability of 
the executor or administrator to a serious amount, might 
depend entirely upon the evidence of perhaps a mer 
boy, called to prove the fact of notice before a jury 
whilst it would be almost an utter impossibility to give 
negative evidence to contradict him, The Act of last session 
has, I am aware, been much used by the profession: but I 
can scarcely think that solicitors are aware of the great 
responsibility incurred by them for the very small remunera: 
tion which can be derived from such business; for, if the assets 
should bedivided without regard to a claim the notice of which 
may have been overlooked, through the negligence or inadver- 
tence of a clerk, they might be held liable to indemnify their 
client against any loss which he might in consequence sustam. 
Under Sir George Turner’s Act, with the alteration made in it 
by the recent enactment, the solicitor, in the first place, will 
have the advantage of the decision of thechief clerk as to papers m 
which the advertisement should be inserted, and, in the next place, 
the question of notice will be entirely set at rest, asevery claimant 
must enter his claim in the judge’s chamber in the usual way, 
and it must be certified by the chief clerk. Until the late 
enactment, Sir G. Turner's Act was almost a dead letter—first, 
because its provisions could not be resorted to until the expira- 
tion of a year from the death of the testator or intestate, during 
which period, in cases where the provisions of the Act were 
most required, as, for instance, where the debts and liabilities 
could not be easily ascertained; or where there were h 

creditors, and administration suits were instituted; and f 
because, even after the expiration of the year, the Act was com: 
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paratively useless, as it did not prevent creditors from bringing 
actions at law or instituting administration suits until after the 
chief clerk’s first certificate had been made. By the amend- 
ments introduced into the Act of this session these difficulties 
are removed and a very important enactment is made for 
saving expense, by empowering the chief clerk to certify the 
particulars of claims brought in without putting creditors on 
the éstate to the expence of the proof of debts, except in cases 
where the executors or administrators should consider such 
proof necessary. By this means, therefore, where there are 
no disputed claims, the executors or administrators can be pro- 
tected for a very small amount of expence in addition to the 
costs of the advertisements. I shall conclude my notice of 
this Act, by mentioning that three out of five very important 
amendments in it have been successfully carried. When the 
Bill was brought back to the Lords with the amendments made 
in the Commons, Lord St. Leonards, although disapproving 
of some of the alterations, expressed his willingness to accept 
the Biil as a useful measure, and it has received the Royal 
assent. 


I will now shortly allude to a measure which, although of 
minor importance, is one in which your chairman for the last 
year took considerable interest. He exerted himself much to 
get it passed into law, and in endeavouring to effect this he had 
the cordial co-operation of the committee. I refer to the 
“Plea on Indictments Bill,” which was intended to dispense 
with the necessity of a prisoner pleading “ Not guilty,” in order 
that he might be put upon his trial. It is obvious that there 
are many cases where the question of guilty or not guilty must 
depend upon the construction of the law or of the facts bearing 
upon the case; and it is a great hardship to a prisoner to com- 
pel him, in order that he may have the benefit of the laws of his 
country, to test his guilt or innocence, to make an assertion 
which may be contrary to his own conscientious feelings 
upon the subject. I regret to say, that although Lord 
Brougham, at the instance of your secretary, carried the mea- 
sure, without opposition, through the House of Lords, the Bill 
remained for some time without a supporter in the Honse of 
Commons. The secretary, however, at the suggestion of Lord 
Brougham, who had consulted the Lord Chancellor upon the 
subject, requested and succeeded in obtaining the sponsorship 
of the Honourable George Denman to the Bill, which was 
nevertheless lost, notwithstanding the assistance which the 
secretary obtained from the Law Amendment Society, the 


Incorporated Law Society, the Society for the Suppression 
of Vice, the presentation of petitions from the Birmingham, 
Worcester, and Worcestershire Law Societies, from the Corpo- 
ration of the City of London (whose co-operation was obtained 
by the valuable exertions of our friend Mr. Anderton), and 
from your association. 


The committee have also devoted much attention to the 
Attorney-General’s “ Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill,” a mea- 
sure of great importance to the country, and which, though as 
awhole approved of by the committee, required considerable 
modification. The sub-committee of your association, to whom 
the Bill was referred, took much pains in suggesting amend- 
ments in the minor details, in which they derived much assist- 
ance from an active member of that committee, who prepared 
same elaborate notes upon the subject. As, however, the Bill 
was afterwards withdrawn, I will only cursorily refer to the 
two principal points in which the committee considered it 
tight to interfere. The first objection they made was to the 
464th clause, which contemplated the administration in bank- 
tuptey of the estates of deceased persons, without proof that the 
deceased died insolvent, It is scarcely necessary to remark 
that although the Court of Bankruptcy may bea very proper 
court for the distribution among creditors of the assets of in- 


solvent estates, for which its machinery is adapted, it is evident — 


that it would be a very unfit tribunal to distribute property 
amongst next of kin, heirs-at-law, and legatees, some of whom 
may be under disability, or to dispose of cases where difficult 
questions of law and fact may arise. The second objection 
made was to the 514th clause, by which it was proposed to 
curtail the solicitor’s right of audience before the Court. This 
was not only a direct incroachment by the Bar on the priviliges 
of solicitors, but, as every one here must know, would be detri- 
mental to the best interests of the suitor, by entailing upon him 
considerable expense in all cases, and by substituting for the 
solicitor an advocate, who must necessurily, from want of an 
timate knowledge of details, which it is difficult to put into 
writing, be less competent to conduct the case. There are, no 
doubt, some cases where the assistance of counsel may be 
Valuable; and, in such cases, their assistance can be called in 





under the present system; but the committee felt it extremely 
objectionable that the services of counsel should be thrust upon 
the suitor in a court where the nature of the business is such 
as in a very few cases indeed to require such services. 

I come now toa much more serious enactment, which was 
passed at the very close of the session, and which, if acted 
upon, will very much curtail the emoluments of the profession. 
I mean the “ Act to give to trustees, mortgagees, and others 
certain powers commonly inserted in settlements, mortgages, 
and wills,’a measure brought in to the House of Lords by 
Lord Cranworth. Your committee suggested to his lordship 
the propriety of introducing a clause prepared by them, simi- 
lar to that included by Lord Brougham in his Act for shorten- 
ing leases, whereby it was enacted that solicitors should be 
paid according to the care and diligence bestowed, and the 
responsibility incurred by them. Some correspondence ensued 
with Lord Cranworth upon the subject, in the course of which 
the committee urged, amongst other things, that in France, 
where instruments are made short by a reference to the articles 
of the Code Civil, the notaire is remunerated by an ad valorem 
fee, according to the labour and responsibility incurred; but 
his loraship declined to adopt the clause, on the ground that 
his was a measure for shortening deeds; and that to introduce 
a clause which related to professional charges, would be incon- 
sistent with the object of his Bill. The Bill passed through 
the House of Lords without any amendment, except one made 
at the suggestion of one of our managing committee at Bristol, 
in clause ten, which clause made provisions for sales and ex- 
changes with the consent of certain persons therein-mentioned, 
and which, without such amendment, would have disabled 
trustees from making sales without such consent, even in cases 
where, by the terms of the deed, no such consent was neces- 
sary. The committee lost no time in presenting a petition to 
the House of Commons in favour of the insertion of a clause 
relating to professional remuneration, and at their request, the 
Bristol Law Society followed the same course. They also ob- 
tained a promise of assistance from several provincial associa- 
tions, but, from the present temper of the House of Commons 
under its present influences towards our profession, it was con- 
sidered hopeless to expect to succeed upon such a point; and 
some gentlemen doubting the policy of urging such a question 
if opposed, it was determined that no steps should be taken to 
get an amendment introduced, but that the matter should be 
left for further action, when the effect of the Act should have 
been experienced. By the 32nd section it is provided, that the 
provisions of the Act may be prevented from taking effect by 
express declaration in the deed or other instrument creating 
the trust, and it has been rumoured that an eminent convey- 
ancer has expressed an opinion, that a clause will be inserted 
in all future instruments, declaring that none of the powers or 
incidents offjthe statute shall take effect. I am not, however, 
prepared to say that the Act will thus be rendered worse than 
useless, by merely increasing the number of pages in the book 
of statutes, and adding a clause to our deeds, for there are 
many provisions in it, which will be beneficial, by removing, 
technical difficulties. more especially in ill-drawn instruments; 
such are the enactments giving trustees power to give receipts 
for purchase-money, and to apply the income of infants for 
their maintenance, and that trustees appointed by the Court of 
Chancery, either before or after the passing of the Act, shall 
have the same powers and authorities as if they had been ap- 
pointed trustees by the instrument creating the trust. At the 
same time, it is obvious, that it will require very great care to 
prevent clauses of the Act operating which may be contrary to 
the intention of the parties to the deed, besides there would 
be much less difficulty and responsibility in following estab- 
lished precedents, the effect of which is known to the profes- 
sion, than in endeavouring to carry out the intention of the 
parties by omitting from the deed clauses to be supplied by the 
law, of which the parties are ignorant, and the operation 
whereof must necessarily be uncertain until they have 
stood the test of judicial decisions. It does, therefore, 
seem to me most unaccountable, that the framer of this 
measure should not have deemed it essential to include in it a 
provision by which those who will have to carry it out inay 
have the means of being remunerated for their labour, for it is 
scarcely reasonable to expect that practitioners will relinquish 
forms familiar to them, for the trouble of preparing which they 
will still be paid, and incur without any remuneration what- 
ever the labour and responsibility of considering the clauses of 
the Act, and determining whether they shall be allowed to take 
effect or not either in whole or in part. Moreover, it is plain, 
that what the profession have to complain of is, not so much 
that deeds are shortened and their profits thereby reduced, but 








926 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Ocr. 13, 1860 








that if they make use of the Act, additional labour is cast 
upon them, for which they are not to receive any payment. 

Whilst upon this subject, I cannot forbear to urge upon the 
profession the necessity of seriously considering the expediency 
of meeting the feeling of the public against the length of titles 
and the length of deeds, and in so doing, whilst there is yet 
time, securing to themselves fair remuneration; for, whatever 
may be their views upon the subject, the force of public 
opinion will ultimately prevail, and we may be deprived by 
measures similar to that of Lord Cranworth, bit by bit, of our 
fair profits, which, by a timely adjustment of the question, we 
may yet be enabled to preserve. Instances of this kind have 
already occurred, and ought to be a lesson to us. Several 
years ago, there was a strong feeling in favour of an Act to 
get rid of the Six Clerks Office. The six clerks, and clerks in 
court, for some time opposed the abolition of the office; but 
seeing that ultimately they would not be able to resist it, and 
being wise men in their generation, they assisted in the carrying 
out of the measure, in doing which, as all of you know, they 
compromised the matter very much to their own advantage. 
The proctors, on the other hand, resisted to the last the 
abolition of their monopoly, and fared much less to their 
satisfaction. These cases only differ from that of the solicitors 
in that they were cases of monopolies entitling the holders, 
according to the usual course, to compensation; whereas the 
remuneration of solicitors is not a case of monopoly, nor a 
question of compensation, but simply of justice being done by 
carrying out the old maxim that “the labourer is worthy of 
his hire,’ and therefore ought to meet with a more favourable 
consideration. 

Having called your attention to the principal legislative 
measures in which your association has taken an interest, I will 
now shortly refer to some minor matters. 

The committee, through the exertions of one of their body, 
who exchanged several letters and had a long interview with the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, succeeded in inducing 
his lordship to direct that office copies of certificates of acknow- 
ledgment of deeds by married women should be delivered out 
within one week after the filing of the originals, instead of our 
being obliged to wait one month for such copies, as was pre- 
viously the case, 

Resolutions as to professional usages, on questions submitted 
to the committee by their members, have been passed since the 
last annual meeting to the following effect :— 

1. That it would be productive of inconvenience to lay down 
an absolute rule to require, in all cases, an authority in writing 
from clients to their solicitors for receiving purchase-money. 

2. That although a mortgagee can legally refuse to produce 
title-deeds without payment of his money, it is not the approved 
practice of the profession to make the mere personal emolument 
of preparing the abstract a ground for such refusal. 

3. That the purchaser of several lots at a sale by auction 
under the same title can only require one copy of the abstract, 
unless the conditions of sale provide otherwise. 

4. That where a vendor is entitled to and requires the dupli- 
cate of a conveyance, his solicitor is entitled to engross it. 

The attention of the committee was directed by some of its 
members to the question of the expediency of giving power to 
the Court of Chancery in suits for a partition to direct a sale; 
and the committee, after deliberating upon the subject, passed 
ene cg in favour of such a discretion being vested in the 

rt. 

Considerable delay and inconvenience having been occasioned 
in consequence of the altered forms of affidavits to be made for 
the inland revenue on applications for probates or administra- 
tions, the committee communicated with the Chief Registrar of 
the Court of Probate with a view to the omission of the lease- 
hold clause. The inconvenience alluded to arose in this way. 
When the Act was passed rendering subject to probate duty 
property passing by will under a general power of appointment, 
the form of the affidavit was altered in order to meet the change, 
and in reprinting the forms of affidavits, instead of leaving a 
blank for the leasehold clause to be introduced when necessary, 
two separate forms were printed, one with, the other without 
the leasehold clause, so that inadvertently the leasehold clause 
was sometimes omitted and sometimes included erroneously in 
consequence of the wrong form being used. The registrar, in 
answer to the application made to him, stated that the leasehold 
clause could not be dispensed with unless abolished by Act of 
Parliament, but that the office would not object to the use of 
the old form with the clause written in. d, however, 
remark that in all cases where the deceased has died since the 
3rd of April last, when the new Probate Duty Act came into 





operation, the additional words having reference to the pro- 
visions of that Act must be inserted. 

The proceedings which your committee took previously to 
the 18th of April last, relative to the mode of taking evidence 
in courts of equity, are stated in the report made to the general 
meeting on that day. I will now only remark that the. com. 
missioners have since made their report, which embraces sub- 
stantially the views of your committee upon the subject, al- 
though the memorial of your committee is not referred to in the 
report. We are indebted, however, to our views having been 
fully brought under the notice of the commissioners, to the cir- 
cumstance of our late able and efficient chairman having been 
one of the commissioners, It is, perhaps, worthy of note, that 
the only member of the commission who differed from the rest 
of the commissioners was Lord St. Leonards, who has full 
detailed in a separate report his views upon the subject. It 
does not, however, appear to me, that the suggestions he makes 
would, if carried out, be attended with beneficial results, 

Having now disposed of the matters in which the committee 
have been engaged, I will shortly notice some matters which 
are connected with the internal arrangements of the associa- 
tion itself. I cannot, however, do so without referring to the 
great loss the committee has sustained by the inevitable retire- 
ment of Mr. Shaen from the office of secretary, although I am 
happy to say that the loss of Mr. Shaen’s services as secretary 
has, to some extent, been well supplied by an able and efficient 
substitute in the person of the gentleman who has succeeded 
him, and by Mr. Shaen having become one of the committee, 
It will be recollected that the committee, at the last annual 
meeting, recommended that Mr. Shaen should be presented by 
the Association with a testimonial. The committee to whom 
the turtherance of this matter was referred came to the deter- 
mination that the sum of £130 should be expended for such 
testimonial, and, being desirous that the subscribers should be 
as numerous as possible, suggested that 5s. should be the 
amount of each subscription. A subscription list was accord- 
ingly opened for raising that sum, and a sum of £80 odd has been 
raised. The committee are desirous of closing the list, and the 
secretary will, therefore, be glad to receive at once the sub- 
scriptions of members who are not already on the list. 

It is right, also, that I should mention what has been done 
by the committee with reference to the change of the offices of 
your association. It was considered by some of the members 
that it would be desirable that the offices of the association 
should be entirely reserved to its own use and be 
removed to a more central position, The committee 
have looked for chambers in Chancery-lane, but have been 
unable to find any suitable for the association, except some 
chambers about the centre of the lane, which may be obtained 
for a rent less than what is paid for the present offices of the 
association. Mr. Shaen, on the other hand, has made arrange- 
ments, by which he has been enabled to offer to the committee 
the exclusive use of the whole of his ground floor in Bedford- 
row, at the same rent as they have hitherto paid, and he has 
kindly consented that the association shall have the use of 
those rooms until Christmas next, with the option of giving him 
notice in November, so that the committee may have an oppor- 
tunity of deciding, when they next meet, as to the most eligible 
course to be pursued. As this is a matter in which our country 
members take some interest, the committee would be glad if the 
gentlemen present would express their sentiments on the sub- 
Ject, to guide them in their decision. 

I believe I have now noticed everything to which it is neces- 
sary to call your atténtion in respect of the operations of the 
association during the past year. I think you will agree with 
me that there is cause for us to congratulate ourselves on the 
result, and I confidently hope, that under the new arrangement 
of the secretariat, by which we have obtained the undeniable 
advantage of an undivided responsibility, and by the aid of the 
intelligence, zeal, and diligence of our new secretary, we shall 
not in future years, fall short in our endeavours to carry out 
the important objects of the association. One thing, however, 
is necessary, that we should be a united body, and should all 
be convinced, notwithstanding the attempts made by interested 
parties, for their own purposes, to sow dissension among Us, 
that the interests of provincial and metropolitan solicitors are 
identical. It is a matter of unfeigned regret to me to think 
that some of our friends have been induced by mis-representa- 
tions hastily to suffer themselves to be estranged from us, 9 
I most sincerely hope that means m@y yet be adopted by which 
those gentlemen may be induced again to appear amongst us, 
entertaining, as I do, the firm conviction, that their secession 
has undoubtedly arisen through misapprehension. I cannot 
too often repeat, that these are times when we ought all to unite 
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and make sacrifices to maintain the standing of our common 
rofession, and it is essential that the number of our sub- 
scribers should be increased in order that our pecuniary re- 
sources may be such as to | han the necessity of our 
being compelled through consideration of expense to abstain 
from taking a vigorous course of action; but even more im- 

rtant than this is it, that the London members of the eom- 
mittee should have the hearty co-operation and assistance of 
the provincial members, and that if anything be done which 
has the semblance of militating against provincial interests, our 
country friends should not set down aught in malice, but com- 
municate their views and exert themselves to correct whatever 
they may suppose to have been done amiss. I can most con- 
scientiously assert, from personal experience of some years’ 
standing (and I am sure you will believe me when I say it) 
that the association,—whether regard be had to the disinterested 
conduct of its managers, or to the results which it has obtained 
—is deserving of the support of all those who take a pride in 
their profession and are desirous of maintaining its efficiency. 

In conclusion, then, gentlemen, I will ask you to enlarge our 
power of doing good, by exerting yourselves to increase the 
number of our members, and by giving the committee your 
cordial co-operation in their labours. 


At the conclusion of the President’s address, a discussion 
ensued upon the prospects of the Association. It was stated 
that in the north of England for some years past there had 
been a diminution in the number of its members ; but that in 
other parts there had been a slight increase. The general 
feeling seemed to be that without a special effort it would be 
difficult to maintain the operations of the Association with bene- 
ficial effect. ‘There appeared, however, to be a general convic- 
tion amongst those present that it was highly desirable to keep 
it ina state of full efficiency and independent of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society ; as the latter body, from its official posi- 
tion and its consequent relations with the Government for the 
time being, and the judges, was scarcely free to initiate certain 
measures for the benefit of the profession, which such an Asso- 
ciation as the present might do freely and with effect. 

In some future numbers of this Journal we shall present 
our readers with a detailed report of the su)sequent proceedings 
of this meeting. 


4 
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The Provinces. 





Batn.—A meeting of the town council was held on Friday, 
the 5th inst., the Mayor (S. Barrett, Esq.) in the chair. 
letter was read from the executors of the late D, Jardine, Esq., 
thanking the council on behalf of the deceased gentleman's 
family for their resolution of condolence. A letter was also 
read from the Under-Secretary of State approving of the resom- 
mendation of the council to reduce the salary of the recorder 
from £250 to £150. Both the letters were ordered to be entered 
on the minutes, 

BirmtncHaM.—The ordinary meeting of the town council 
was held on Tuesday, the 2nd instant. The Mayor moved that 
power be given to the recorder to appoint a deputy, and to hold 
two courts at the ensuing sessions. In doing so he said it was 
with pleasure that he could congratulate the borough on the 
fact that there was a great diminution in the number of pri- 
soners for trial, and but for the fact that there were several long 
cases he did not think it would have been necessary to move 
the resolution he had submitted.—Mr. Brinsley opposed the 
motion in consequence of the small number of prisoners; but it 
was agreed to by a large majority. 

A meeting of the Council of the Chamber of Commerce was 
held on Wednesday, the 3rd inst. The president, R. Spooner, 

8q., M.P., presided. In the course of the business that came 
before it, the desirability of the subject of the Marine Store 
Dealers Bill and the Copyright of Designs Bill being urged 
upon the attention of Government during the recess was recog- 
nised, and it was resolved that the sub-committee be requested 
to take the necessary steps for the purpose. It was also resolved 
that it was desirable that a conference of deputies from the 
Various chambers of commerce, in reference to the Bankruptcy 
Bill, should be held in this town next month, and Mr. 8, S. 
Lloyd and Mr. Arthur Ryland were requested to make the 
necessary arrangements. 

York.— Council Afeeting—On Monday, the 8th instant, the 
monthly meeting of the York city council was held, when the 
pn question discussed had reference to the salary of the town 

erk, which Mr, Alderman Meek moved should be increased, 





owing to the great increase of the duties to be discharged, from 
£275 to £350 a year.—Mr. Parkinson seconded the proposition, 
which was opposed by Mr. Charlton; but it was ultimately car- 
ried nearly unanimously, there being only one dissentient. 
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Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


(From the Gazette des Tribuneaux, by Witt1aM Hackett, Esq. 
—Cour Imperiale de Paris, August 24.) 





COMBINATION BY WORKMEN—ACTION FOR 
DAMAGES. 


The fact of an agreement having been entered into by a number 
of artisans, only to sell their productions at a greater price 
than that which they had previously received, does not consti- 
tute a case of combination under the 419th article of the 
Penal Code. 

Some years ago, two workmen of Lyons discovered a mode 
of dressing rabbit skins so that they should resemble the most 
beautiful furs of the North of Europe and Asia. They came 
to Paris, made their discovery known to the principal fur- 
merchants, and obtained a complete success. According to an 
understanding between the inventors of this discovery and the 
furriers, the price of the work done on each skin was fixed at 
the sum of threepence and remained thus for some years. 
But lately, the workmen in rabbit-skins came to a resolution, 
in conclave assembled, to raise the price of their labour to six- 
pence per skin, and communicated this determination to the 
furriers. In order to give asacred character to their resolution 
these workmen consecrated it by an oath taken on the image 
of the Saviour, and in addition they subscribed some sixty 
thousand francs to pay the expenses of their undertaking, and 
fulminated an interdict against every master who should 
employ a workman not belonging to the association. 

Two fur merchants who had laid in large stocks, were com- 
pelled to hand them over to the workmen for the purpose of 
being dressed, but doing so under a protest against any 
increase in the price of the dressing. The workmen, however, 
refused to give up the skins without an undertaking on the 
part of the masters to pay theincreased price. The consequence 
was, that the sale of the skins at the German fairs was prevented 
and their value considerably reduced. The workmen then sum- 
moned the masters before the Tribunal of Commerce for payment 
at the increased rate, while the masters on their side claimed to be 
relieved from the increased demand, and also asked for large 
damages for the detention of their goods and for the illegal 
combination of the workmen. 

The cause now came on before the Cour Imperiale on appeal , 
the fur merchants being appellants. 

Counsel on both sides having been heard, the Advozate- 
General summed up. He said, that the right of the workmen 
to recover their demand was clear. On the 26th of February, 
1859, the fur merchants were first informed of a rise in the 
demands of the workmen. They resist; there is an interchange 
of communications, and eventually the masters, who had for 
some time broken off all business relations with these men, 
once more renew them, and intrust to them a considerable 
quantity of skins. It is clear that this consignment proves 
the re-establishment of a good understanding between the 
parties. ‘The masters have accepted the terms, and they ought 
to pay the stipulated price. Another question, viz. that of the 
damages claimed by the furriers in consequence of the loss 
sustained by the combination of the workmen, might scem 
more doubtful if we consider the words of the 419th Article of 
the-Penal Code. It is admitted that a certain number of skin- 
dressers, persuaded that their work was rated at too low a price 
by the masters, assembled in order to see what ought to be 
done, that they conversed on the price of things, on the rise in 
provisions, and concluded in favour of an augmentation in 
their salaries; it is certain that they manifested their 
intentions by circulars addressed to the furriers, and 
that the latter, in effect at least, agreed to them. Does this 
conduct constitute the offence of combination under the 419th 
article? It is difficult to admit it. That article punishes 
those who, by forming a combination between the principal 
holders of corn or other merchandise not to sell below a certain 
price, shall have effected a rise in the price of these articles; 
but all the parts of this enactment taken together show that 
something more is requisite to constitute an offence, than a 
simple union divested of all aggravating cireumstarces of 
deceit, constraint, or fraud. 

The Advocate-General concluded by asking, whether apart 
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from the question of an offence under the penal code, the masters 
could maintain their demand for damages. He thought not; be- 
cause the act imputed to the skin-dressers being the free and 
legitimate consequence of a right, cannot entail any demand 
for reparation. In accordance with these observations, 

The Court, considering that it was not established that to 
obtain a rise in the value of their labours, the respondents had 
used fraudulent manceuvres, or formed a combination of a 
nature to fall within the provision of the penal law, confirmed 
the decision of the Court below. 


ile 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


BAILEY—On Oct. 6, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Mrs. Arthur H. Bailey, of a 
daughter. 

BRAITHWAITE—On Sept. 28, at 6, Guildford-street, Russell-square, the 
wife of Thomas Braithwaite, Esq., Solicitor, and of Hereford, of a 
daughter. 

FARRANT—On Oct. 5, the wife of Robert Farrant, Esq., Solicitor, Llan- 
dudno, of a son. 

M‘RAE—On Oct. 2, the wife of John M‘Rae, Esq., Solicitor, Sunderland, 


of a daughter. 

MURPHY—On Oct. 10, at Ossory Lodge, Sandymount Strand, the wife of 
Joseph J. Murphy, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

PERROTT—On Oct. 8, the wife of Charles Leslie Perrott, Esq., Solicitor, 


of a son. 
WIGRAM—On Oct. 7, the Hon. Mrs. W. Knox Wigram, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


ANDERSON—GREEN—On Oct. 4, Charles King, youngest son of Thomas 
Anderson, Esq., of Wallington Lodge, Carshalton, Surrey, to Caroline, 
eldest daughter of the late Charles Price Green, Esq., of Stone-buildings, 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 

BAINES—POPE—On Oct. 4, Thomas Blackbufn Baines, Esq., B.A., of 
Leeds, eldest son of Edward Baines, Esq., M.P., to Sarah, eldest daugh- 
ter of John Buckingham Pope, Esq., of Oulton. 

CARR—HOLDERNESS—On Oct. 4, the Rev. Thomas Arnold Carr, M.A., 
vicar of Cranbrook, Kent, youngest son of the late R. L. Carr, tes 
Barrister-at-Law, Liverpool, to Mary, eldest daughter of W. B. Holder- 

ness, Esq., of Park-street, Windsor. 

CAUTLEY STROTHER—On Oct. 3, Henry Cautley, Esq., Cross Hall, 
Morley, to Mary Ellen, only daughter of Thomas Strother, Esq., Soli- 
citor, Westfield House, Killinghall, Yorkshire. 

COSTELLO—JACKSON—On Sept. 27, Marcus Costello, Esq., formerly of 
the Royal Navy, and nephew to — Costello, Attorney and Advocate- 
General at Gibraltar, to Annie, eldest daughter of the late Ralph Jack- 
son, Esq., of Normanby. 

GOODE—MUNRO—On Sept. 28, the Rev. Wallaston Goode, rector of St. 
Giles’s, Colchester, son of ‘Henry Goode, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Ryde, 
Isle of prieht, to Amelia Agnese, youngest “daughter of Sir Charles 
Munro, Bart., Foulis Castle, Ross-shire. 

HAZLITT—FOULKES--On Oct. 10, William Carew Hazlitt, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, to Henrietta, daughter of John Foulkes, Esq., cf! Ashifielc . 


Hall, near Wrexham. 

ROGERS—BROWNE—On Oct. 8, William Joseph, eldest son of the late 
Charles D. Rogers, Esq., Solicitor, to Amelia, eldest daughter of James 
W. Browne, Esq., both of Dublin. 

WEBSTER—WRIGHT—On Oct. 9, Benjamin Webster, Jun., Esq., B.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- -Law, to Charlotte Frances Wright, 
daughter of the late Edward Wright, Esq., of Kingston-hill, Surrey. 

WEST—GRENSIDE—On Oct. 2, Thomas West, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at- 
Law, to Emily, eldest daughter of George ‘Grenside, Esq., of Great 
Broughton, North Yorkshire. 

WHITE—DORLING—On Oct. 4, George White, Esq., of Epsom, and 7, 
F —— 's-inn, Solicitor, to Jane , the eldest daughter ot Henry Dorling, 


£sq., of Epsom. 
DEATHS. 

ALLAN—On Sept. 29, aged 39, Michael Allan, Esq., Solicitor, Newcastle. 

ALLEN—On Sept. 26, at Cork, Henry Francis Allen, youngest son of the 
late Henry F. Allen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Charleville. 

CHISHOLME—0On Oct. 7, John Chisholme, Esq., Solicitor, aged 76. 

EDW a og Oct. 7, Mary Ann, the beloved wife of Thomas Edwards, 
Esq., itor, aged 44. 

EY RE-On § Sept. 27, Mrs. Margaret Julia Eyre, widow of the late Edward 
Eyre, Esq., of Wood- -street, Cheapside, Solicitor, aged 35. 

JARDINE—On Oct. 6, aged 68, Sarah, widow of David Jardine, Esq., of 
the Middie Temple, Barrister-at-Law, having survived her husband 
three weeks and two days. 

KENYON—On Oct. 2, Eleanor Nicholson, daughter of George Kenyon, 
Esq., Solicitor, Thorne. 

OLDMAN—On Oct. 10, at Gainsborough, Henry Louis Furley, youngest 
child of the late Thomas Oldman, Esq., aged three years. 

SHAW—Recently, the wife of John Hope Shaw, Esq., of Leeds. 

STEWART--On Sept. 26, aged 55, James Stewart, Esq., formerly M.P. 
for Honiton, and secretary to the Copyhold Commission. He practised 
for many years as a Chancery barrister and conveyancer, and was the 
author of several legal works of authority, including ‘“ The Practice of 
Conveyancing,” “ The Principles of the Law of Real Property.” &c. 

WILLIAMS—On Oct. 7, at Plymouth, in the 66th year of her age, Eliza, 
relict of Samuel W illiamas, Eaq., Solicitor 


_-——~+>—_- - 
inclaimed Stock tn the — of Zugland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the toll Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming he ‘a, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Caamerns, Dame Faeasces, Widow, Mortimer-strect, Cavendish-square, 
and Axx Panquususos, Widow, Langton-house, Dorset, £1,000 £2 10s. 
per Cent. Reduced.—Ciaimed by Gronex Wittom Cuampens, acting 
executor of Dame Frances Chasabers. 











CoorEr, Rey. Siz Wituram Henry, Portland-place, £2,112 13s, New 
£3 10s. per Cents.—Claimed by Henny Lake, one of the Execntors of 
Dame Isabella Bell Cooper, Widow, who was the sole Executor of the 
said Sir William Henry Cooper. 

Davis, JULIANA, Spinster, Tooter £2,000 Consols.—Claimed by Mary 
Ann Bripcet Beaumont, Spinster, the Administratrix, 

Hopexinson, Mary, Spinster, Mecklenburgh-square, £688 19s, 5d., Re- 
duced Three per Cents.—Claimed by Mary TREAcHER, widow of Benja- 
min Treacher, formerly Mary Hodgkinson, Spinster. 


— 


Pert of Kin, 
Advertised for in the London Gazettes and elsewhere. 
ReprorD, Saran, Widow, who died at Tec a a, 8 in 1838, 
Next of kin to apply to George Smith, Esq., 
Chancery-lane. 
Smovtt, WrILuiaM, son of Thomas Smoult, of Newcastle, Watchmaker, 
— of kin to apply to Thomas Westall, Esq. -, 3, South-square, Gray’s- 





aaa Capratn, formerly of the ship “ Herald.” Legal representatives 
to apply to H. Gillespie, care of Messrs. J. Barber and Co., 136, Leaden- 


l-street. 
SNven san eien 


English Munds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Oficial Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 





EnGuisH Funps. Rattways — Continued. 
Shrs. 
Stock) London and Blackwall. 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. Stock| Lon.Brighton& S.Coast 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann. 25 |Lon. Chatham & Dover 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.. Stock| London and N.-Wstrn.. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. 124 | Ditto Eighths .... 
Consels foraccount .. London & S.-Westrn. 
Long Ann. (exp. Apr. Man. Sheff. & Lincoln.. 
5, 1885) ..ccceceee Midland ..eccccsveee 
India ~ aaa 1858.} .. Ditto Birm. & Derby 
Ditt 1859. Norfolk. ...scccsccees 
IndiaStock . escccces North British ........ 
India Loan Scrip. ahaa North-Eastn. (Brwek.) 
India 5 per Cent. 1859.. Ditto Leeds ...... 
India Bonds (£1000) .. Ditto York ..... 
Do. (under £1000)..... 


North London........ 

Exch. Bills ‘Sone ret Oxford, Worcester, & 
Ditto 
Ditto 


Bank Stock ..sse0- 


500)... Wolverhampton .. 
(Small) ve Portsmouth.....++0+s 
Scottish Central.. 

a ae E. ‘Aberdeen 
Scotsh. Mid. Stk. 
Shropshire Union .... 
South Devon ........ 
South-Eastern ...... 
South Wales ...+.0+- 
S. Yorkshire & R. Dun 
Stockton & Darlington 
Vale of Neath 


Rattway Stock. 
Shrs. Do. 
Stock | Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter.... 
Stock|Caledonian .....+.+.. 
Stock |Cornwall | 
Stock|East Anglian ........ 
Stock!Eastern Counties .... 
Stoci:!Zastern Union A. Stock 
Sto “ik| Ditto B. Stock.... 
East Lancashire ...... 
Edinburgh & Glasgow. 
Edin. Perth, & Dundee 
Glasgow and South- 
Western ...scscceee 
Great Northern ......! 
Ditto A, Stock...., 
Ditto B. Stock.... 
Gt. Southn. & Westn. 
(Treland) ...sseeee. 
Stock} |Great Western ..... 
Stock |Lancaster and Carlisle. 
Ditto Thirds ..! 
| Ditto New Thirds..| 
Stock |Lancash. & Yorkshire | 
' 


eoetes 


Lines at fixed Rentals. 


Buckinghamshire .... 
Chester and Holyhead. 
Ditto 54 per Cent... 
Ditto 5 per Cent... 
East Lincoln, guar. 6 
per Cent ...... 
Hull and Selby ...... 
London and Greenwich 
Ditto Preference.. 
Lon., Tilbury, Sthend ., 
Shrewsbury & Herefd. 
Wilts and Somerset .. 























London Gazettes, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
TurspayY, Oct. 9, 1860. 
Conser, Henny, & Geonce Waar ey, Attorneys & Solicitors, Stourbridge. 
Aug. 7, by mutual consent. 
GHindings-up of Joint Steck Compa nies. 
Fawar, Oct, 12,1860. 


TREVALGA State Company.—V.C. Wood, will proceed on Noy. 5, at 125 
to settle the list of contributories of this company. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tourspay, Oct, 9, 1860, 
Dorrawt, Taomas, Innkeeper, Locking, Essex (who died on March 27, 
1859). Duffield, Solicitor, High-street, Chelmsford Essex. 7 
James, Witttam Puicy, Malt, Manure, Seed Dealer, Pulleyric, 
Mathern, Monmouthshire (who died on June ae, 1860). Parnell 
Brown, Solicitors, 28 28, Baldwin's street, pomraty Ae Dec. 31. 
Laker, Lvizanera, Spinster, 37, Charles-stree' -road, Middle- 
sex (who died on or about Sept. 10, 1860), ae or Solicitor, 29, Buck- 
lersbury, London. Nov. 12, 
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Lucu, ExizaseTH, Spinster, 15, Half Moon-street, Piccadilly, Middle- 
sex (who died on Nov, 11, 1859). Palmer, Palmer, & Bull, Solicitors, 
94, Bedford-row, Holborn. Nov. 14. ° 

Mies, WiLL1AM, Gentleman, Gloucester (who died on Sept. 15, 1841). 
J.Lovegrove & H.T. Lovegrove, Solicitors, 2, Barton-street, Gloucester. 


. i. 

NorMAN, JONATHAN, Farmer, Hemingford Abbots, Huntingdonshire (who 
died on July 16, 1860). Mongetts, Solicitor, Huntingdon. Noy. 30. 

Owen, Wittiam, Merchant & Shopkeeper, Woodlesford, Leeds (who died 
on Aug. 19, 1860). Turner, Solicitor, Rothwell, near Leeds. Noy. 17. 

Pinnick, Ex1zaBeTH, Widow, formerly of Otterwood-farm, Beaulieu, and 
Jate of Hythe, Southampton (who died on or about March 11, 1860). 
Sturdy, Solicitor, 29, Bucklersbury, London. Noy. 12. 

RupING, JouN CLEMENT, Gent., 50, Euston-road, Middlesex (who died on 
May 11,1860). Greville & Tucker, Solicitors, 28, St. Swithin’s-lane, 
London. Dec. 5. 

Severson, GEORGE, Esq., formerly of Bow-lane, London, then of Taun- 
ton, Somersetshire, and late of Dartmouth-place, Blackheath, Kent. 
Beddome, Solicitor, 27, Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street, London. Jan. 1. 

Towns, Witt1aM, Back Maker, King-street, St. George-in-the-East, 
Middlesex (who died on or about April 22, 1859). Howell, Solicitor, 40, 
Ratcliff Highway. Dec. 8. 

Wesrsrook, Mrs. Exizasetu, wife of Thomas Westbrook, formerly of 
Finchley, Middlesex, afterwards of High-street, Andover, Southampton, 
and late of St. Leonard’s, Hastings, Sussex (who died on or about April 
29, 1859). Smith & Wall, Solicitors, 5, New Inn, Strand, Middlesex. 


Nov. 29. 
Fripay, Oct. 12, 1860. 

BaversTock, Martna, Widow, formerly of Houghton, and late of Win- 
chester, Hants (who died on July 1, 1860). Waters, Solicitor, 8, 
Saint Peter’s-street, Winchester. Before six calendar months from the 
date hereof. 

Buwers. THomas, Bnilder, Cirencester, Gloucestershire (who died on 
Aug. 7, 1858). Sewell, Newmarch, & Francis, Solicitors, Cirencester. 

1 


Brown, Perer, Master Mariner, Liverpool (who died on or about Dec. 
9, 1859). Yates, junior, Solicitor, 22, Fenwick-street, Liverpool. 
Noy. 24. 

Cape, JosrrH, Esq, formerly British Consul at Panama, in South 
America, and late of Tunbridge Wells, Kent (who died on Aug. 24, 
1860). Young, Jones, & Vallings, Solicitors, 2, St. Mildred’s-court, 
Poultry, London, Dec. 10. 

Eprra, CLark, Spinster, Plaistow, Essex (who died on July, 25, 1860). 
Reeve, Solicitor, 10, Token-house Chambers, Token-house-yard, Loth- 
bury, London. Dec. 1. 

Hersert, SAMUEL, Esq., Gate Fulford, Yorkshire (who died on April 
16, 1860). Garwood, Solicitor, York. Dec. 1. 

Hotponow, GEORGE, 22, Clare-street, Clare-market, Middlesex (who 
died on Aug. 10, 1860). Harrison & Lewis, Solicitors, 6, Old Jewry, 
London. Nov, 11. 

Hincncuirre, Mantua, Spinster, Spofforth, West Riding, Yorkshire (who 
~ on April 20). J. Richardson, Solicitor, Knaresborough, Yorkshire. 

1 


Hytand, Davip, Farmer, Burwath, Sussex (who died on or about April 25, 
1859). Kell, Solicitor, Battle, Sussex. Dec. 9. 
Lovett, Witt1aM, Grazier, West Haddon Grange, Northamptonshire (who 
died on or about Sept. 23, 1859). Fox, Solicitor, Lutterworth. Nov. 21. 
Lvcas, Josern, Veterinary Surgeon, Lutterworth, Leicestershire (who died 
on or about May 7, 1859). R. W. Fox, Gentleman, Executor, Lutter- 
12. 


» Dee. 

Makin, Frepenicx, Surgeon, Liverpool, New South Wales (who died on 
or about April 17, 1857). Drake & Son, Solicitors, 38, Walbrook, Lon- 
don. Nov. 10. 

Nozris, Jonn, jun., Cab Proprietor, 13, Smith-square, Westminster, 
Middlesex (who died on April 30, 1860). Stephenson, Solicitor, 7, 
Great Queen-street, St. James’-park, Westminster. Nov. 30. 

Parry, EpwarD, sen., Iron Founder, Atlas Foundry, Golden-lane, Saint 
Luke’s, Middlesex, and 2, Barnsbury-grove, Islington (who died on 
Aug. 24, 1860). Grover & Eldred, Solicitors, 8, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row, Middlesex. Nov. 30. 

Starrer, Toomas, Woolstapler & Fell 
shire (who died on May 12, 1860). 

; Solicitors, Cirencester, Dec. 1. 

Tuomas, Rev. GeorGg, Clerk, Ystrad, Glamorganshire (who died on June 
28, 1860). Bircham, Dalrymple, & Drake, Solicitors, 46, Parliament- 

_ Street, Westminster. Nov. 1B. 

Vergy, Joun, Gent., formerly of 293, Regent-street, Middlesex, but late 

of Crawley, Sussex (who died on July 16, 1660), Stevenson, Solicitor, 
9%, Gracechurch-street, London. Nov. 24. 
ILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Master Mariner, formerly of Glasnevin, Dublin, and 
late of 70, Oxford-place, Vine-street, Liverpool (who died on or about 
July 15, 1860). Evans, Son, & Sandys, Solicitors, Commerce-court, 
Liverpool. Noy. 30. 

Wnentaonz, Isaac, Gent., 11, Great Cheyne-row, Chelsea, Middlesex 
(who died on May 16, 1860), Wrentmore, Solicitor, 43, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, London. Dec. 15. 


Assignments for Beneht of Creditors, 
Tuespay, Oct, 9, 1860, 

Banororr, Caantes, Tailor & Woollen Draper, Nottingham. Sept. 15. 
Trustees, J. Royle, Warchouseman, 27, Moreton-street, Strangeways, 
Manchester; E. K. Holroyd, Woollen-Draper, Nottingham; and @. 
ag Woollen Draper, Nottingham. Sols. Thorpe & Thorpe, Notting- 





ger, Cir ter, Gloucester- 
Sewell, Newmarch, & Francis, 


Franks, CHantes, Plumber & Glazier, Cheapside, Bradford. Sept. 12. 
J. 8, Laurence, Ironmonger, Bradford ; and T. Smith, Woolsorter, Brad- 
ford. Sol, Hutchinson, Harris-street, Bradford. 

Kenpnicx, Henny, Iron Merchant, Willenhall, Staffordshire. Oct. 2. 
Trustee, G, L. Underhill, Iron Merchant, Wolverhampton, Sols, H, & 
J.B, Underhill, Wolverhampton. 

McKenna, Owrn Francrs, Coal Dealer, Liverpool. Oct. 4,  Zrustee, 

Parry, Coal Merchant, Liverpool, Sol, J, Yates, Jun. 22, 
Fenwick-street, Liverpool, 

ER, WiLLiAM Kiakwoop, Draper, Stonehouse, Devonshire. Oct. 2. 
st ees, A. Carmichael, Draper, Exeter; and T, Randle, Saddler, 

Onehouse, Sol. Fowler, Plymouth. 

R James, Tea Dealer & Grocer, Scarborough. Sept. 13. Trustees, 
wher 12, Little Tower-street, and W. Reedy Rood-lane, London, 

olesale Grocers. Sol. Mathews, 102, Leadenhall-street, London, 





RAwLes, Bensamin Cuester, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, 1, Apollo-build- 
ings, Walworth, Surrey. Sept. 14. Trustees, M. A. Napier, Shoe Mer- 
cer & Leather Seller, 40, Lisle-street, Leicester-square, Middlesex ; G. 
J. Toby, Shoe Manufacturer, 41, High-street, Borough. Sol. Jameson, 
4, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

SEaRLE, Tom, Butcher, late of Whittlesey, Isle of Ely, Cambridgeshire, 
and now of Ramsey, Huntingdonshire. Oct. 1. Trustee, W. Searle, 
Jun., Tanner, Whittlesey, Cambridgeshire. Sol. Willders, Whittlesey. 

Tuomas oF Tuomas, Shoemaker, Tongwinlais, Eglwysilan, Glam 
Sept. 14. Trustees, E. Waterman, Leather Merchant, Quay-street, Bris- 
tol; B. Price, Leather Merchant, Bridgend, Glamorganshire. Sols. 
Dalton & Spencer, 8, Working-street, Cardiff. 

Fripar, Oct, 12, 1860. 

Apams, RicuarD, Grocer & Tallow Chandler, Willenhall, Staffordshire 
Oct. 8. Trustee, J. Froysell, Surgeon, Willenhall. Sols. Hawksford & 
Parkes, Darlington-street, Wolverhampton. 

Biunn, James, Hosier, Leamington, Warwickshire. Sept. 14. Trustees, 
S. Morley, Warehouseman, Wood-street, Cheapside, London ; R. Munt, 
Warehouseman, Wood-street. Sols. Davidson, Bradbury, & Hardwick, 
Weaver’s Hall, 22, Basinghall-street. 

Bram ey, Joan, Baker & Grocer, Sawley, Derbyshire. Oct.1. Trustee, 
W. Bates, Butcher, Sawley. Sol. Shaw, Derby. 

Cuipson, JonN Yeomans, Livery Stable-keeper, White Lion-yard, Putney, 
and St. Ann’s-hill, Wandsworth, Surrey. Sept. 28. Zrustee, A. Riddi- 
ford, Gent., 28, Belitha-villas, Barnsbury, Middlesex. Sol. May, 67, 
Russell-square, Middlesex. 

Morrison,. JAMEs, & RopestT Morrison, Drapers, formerly of Gateshead, 
Durham, now of Sunderland. Oct.4. Trustees, J. Milling, Draper, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; J. Ellerton, Warehouseman, London. Sols. 
Hodge & Harle, Wellington-place, Pilgrim-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Town, Ricnarp Tuomas, Cook, Confectioner, & Restaurateur, Butcher's 
Market, Buckingham, and 117, High-street,Oqford. Sept.15. Trustees, 
W. Gallard, Miller, Greens Norton Mill, Northamptonshire ; J. Tread- 
well, Miller, Radclive-cum-Chackmore, Buckinghamshire. Sol, H. 
Small, Buckingham. 

Bankrupts. 


TurEspay, Oct. 9, 1860. 

BAIN, ALEXANDER, Draper, 10, Grove-street, Ardwick, Manchester. Oct. 
19, and Nov. 9, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Fraser. Sols. E. & W. 
Mann, Marsden-street, Manchester. Pet. Sept. 29. 

Brown, JoserH Toomas, Watch Manufacturer, Coventry. Com. Sanders: 
Oct. 25, and Nov. 15, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
H. J. Davis & Messrs. Minster & Son, Coventry; Hodgson & Allen, 
Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 5. 

Dawson, Jonn Wavucu, Cotton Spinner, Newcastle-under-Lyme. Com. 
Sanders: Oct. 22, and Nov. 12, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whit- 
more. Soils. Litchfield, Newcastle-ander-Lyme ; James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham. Pet. Oct. 1. 

GaiFFin, THomas, Bookseller & Stationer, 16, Hampton-terrace, Hamp- 
stead-road, Middlesex. Com. Evans: Oct. 18, at 12; and Nov. 22, at 
S ; | aaa Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. Watson, 18, Cannon-street. 

et. Oct. 5. 

Harker, BENJAMIN Witt1s, Linen Draper, 292 & 294, Pentonville-road, 
Middlesex. Com. Evans: Oct. 18, and Nov. 20, at 2; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Bailey, 8, Tokenhouse-yard. Pet. Sept. 26. 

Jounson, Tuomas, Iron Merchant, Bilston, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: 
Oct. 25, and Nov. 15, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Duignan & Ebsworth, Walsall. Pet. Oct, 2. 

Lintgy, THomas, Grocer, Beverley, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: Oct. 24, 
and Nov. 14, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Og. Ass. Carrick. Sols. 
Holden & Sons, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Sept. 19. 

Pike, Wit1am, Victualler, Wheatsheaf, High-street, Wapping, Middle- 
sex. Com. Fonblanque: Oct. 23, at 1; and Nov. 20, a3 12; Basinghall- 

Of. Ass. Graham. Sol. Barton, 4, Wolsingham-place, Lam- 
beth. Pet. Oct. 4. 

PrircnarD, Cuares, Plumber, Painter, & Glazier, 5, East-place, Walcot- 
place, Lambeth, Surrey. Com. Fane: Oct. 20, at 11.30; and Nov. 16, 
at 2; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Robinson, 17, Iron- 
monger-lane. Pet. Oct. 6. 

Race, THomas AtrreD, Bookseller & Stationer, High-street, Birmingham, 
and Spring-street, Edgbaston, Warwickshi Com. Sanders: Oct. 22, 
and Nov. 12, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Green & 
Kimberley, Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 5. 

RanDie, SaMvEL, Auctioneer, Buckwell-street, Piymouth. Oct. 27, and 
Noy. 19, at 12.30; Plymouth. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Edmonds & 
Sons, Plymouth ; Turner & Hirtzel, Exeter, Pet. Oct. 3. 

REYNOLDs, BengAMtN, Cheesemonger, late of 48, Farringdon-strect, Lon- 
don, but now of 159, Hoxton Old Town, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: 
Oct. 23, at 12,30; and Nov. 16, at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Stansfeld: So’. Lumley, 41, Ludgate-street, London. Pet. Oct. 6. 

Saunpers, James, General Agent, Contractor, & Ammunition 4 
Claughton, Birkenhead, Chester. Com. Perry: Oct. 16, and Nov. 12, 
at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Morgan. Sols. Evans, Son, & Sandys, 
Commerce-court, Lord-street, Liverpool. Pet. Sept. 26. 

Sxuvnsr, Jon, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Northampton. Com. Evans: 
Oct. 18, at 11; and Nov. 20, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. Qj. Ass. 
Bell. Sols. Hensman & Nicholson, 25, College-bill ; Messrs. Hensman, 
Northampton. Pet, Oct. 5. 

Syxes, WILLIAM, Travelling Draper, Kinver, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: 
Oct. 22, and Nov. 12, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Smith, Birmingham, agent for Homfray, Brierley-hill, Staffordshire. 
Pet. Oct. 





Tuomas, JAMES, Builder, Abingdon, Berks, and also of Culham, Oxford- 
shire, Brick Maker. Com. Fane : Oct. 20, at 12; and Noy. 16, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Graham & Lyde, | & 3, 
Mitre-court-chambers, Temple; T. H. Graham, Abingdon, Pet. Oot. 5. 

Tonaus, Josera, Boot & Shoo Maker, Rugby, Warwickshire, Com. San- 
ders: Oct. 25, and Noy, 15, at (1; Birmingham. OQ. Ass. Whitmore. 
Sols. James & Knight, Birmingham; or Overill, Leamington, Pet. 
Oct. 5, 

Tonks, James, Currier, 1, Ablewell-street, Walsall, Staffordshire. Com. 
Sanders: Oct. 25, and Noy. 15, at 11; Birmingham. Qg. Ass. White 
more, Sols, Thomas, Walsall; or Hodgson & Allen, Pet. 
Oct, 2. 

Tairy, Joan, Tallow Chandler, Cross-street, Walworth, Surrey. Cow, 
Goulburn: Oct, 22, at 2; and Noy, 19, at 11; Basinghall-street. (y. 
Aes, Pennell. Sol. Harcourt, 2, King’s Arms-yard, Moorgate-street, 
London, Pet. Sept, 28, 
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Turpin, WiLLrAM, Draper, 16, Drake-street, Plymouth. Oct. 27, and Nov. 
19, at 12.30; Plymouth. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Clarke, Exeter. Pet. 
Oct. 4. 

Viexers, Writiam Henry, Butcher, 5, Suffolk-place, Lower-road, Isling- 
ton, Middlesex. Com. Evans: Oct. 18, at 11.30; and Nov. 24, at 12; 
Basinghall-street. O/. Ass. Johnson, Sols. Champion & Jutsum, 71, 
Whitechapel-road. Pet. Oct. 4 

Wicss, Taomas Grorce, Linen Draper, 30, Beckford-row, Walworth, 





Surrey. Co ym. Evans: Oct. 18, at 12.30; and Noy. 24, at 11; Basing- 
hall siree Of. Ass. Bell. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, Old 
Oct. 6. 


lowry-chambers. Pet. 
_ 


OLSTENDOLME, hye Ironmonger, 97, Brook-street, Old Garratt, 












nchester. Com. Jemmett: Oct. 19, and Noy. 9,at12; Manchester. 
ss. Pott. So Is. Walker, Wolverhampton; or Sale, Worthington, 


aan, & Seddon, Manchester. Pet. Sept. 27 
Fripay, Oct. 12, 1860. 

ee Ts Grocer, Filey, Yorkshire. One. West: Oct. 26, and 
16, & at of: Ass. Young. Sols. Richardson, Brid- 
ce, Le et. Oct. 11. 
Caan LES W 1LLtaM, Corn Factor & Flour Dealer, Dudley, Wor- 
Com. Sa unders : Oct. 25, and Noy. 15, at 11; Birmingham. 
Whitmore. Sols. Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. Pet. 

























y. 23, at 1; Basinghall-street. G7. 
' 7 Plews, & Boyer, 14, Old Jewry- 
abers, Old Jewry 
8, Jam ES oped Rg? Cotton Sp inner & Mill Owner, Newcastle- 
Staffordshire. n. lers: Oct. 22, and Nov. 12, at 
OF. A Kir near. Sols. Litchfield, Newcastle- 
James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 9, 
per & Outfitter, Tredegar, Monmouthshire. Comm. 
20, at li; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sols. W. 
tt, Leonard, Bristol. Pet. Oct. 2. 
er, & Silk Manufacturer, Little 
: Oct. 24, at 2, and Nov. 21, at 12; 
C raham. Sols. Aldridge & Bromley, 1, 
m, Pet. Oct. 10. 
all “street, Lon jon. 


















Com. Evans: Oct. 

Of. Ass. Bell. Sols. Mor- 

Sowwie: ; siren Chambers. Pet. Oct. 10. 

Wine, Spirit, & Bee er "Merchant, & Bill Broker, 42, West- 

i <. Com.Goulburn: Oct. boys: 12.30, 

I-street. Of. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Solo- 
Pet. Oct. 10. 

yorchester. Oct. 26, and Nov. 28, at 1; 

Sols. Hulton & Brett, Salford, or Laidman, 


& 
" Saue, » Mere hi 





at 2, and Noy. 











per, I 
:. Hirtzel. 









- 21. 
oner, Print we & Book er, late of Birmingham, 
it Davi ley, Salop (Clerk in Orders). Com, Sanders; 
r v. 15, at tl irmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
J Jam *s & Knight, birmingham, or Thorn, Wolverhampton. Pet. 


Oct. 4. 
Srppens, Joun, & Wittram Crank, Ironfounders, Great Bridge. Stafford- 


shire. Com. Sanders: Oct. 25, and Nov. is, at li; Birmingham. 
Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Duignan & Ebsworth, Wailsa’l. Pet. 
Oct. 9. 


Sutvester, ALFRED, Photographic Artist, 8, New Dorset-street, Clapham- 
road, Surrey. Com. Evans: Oct. 25, at 1, and Nov. 29, at 2; Basinghall- 

t. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Aubin, 38, Moorgate-street, London. 

Pet. Oct. 12. 

Stevens, Ropert, Innkeeper, Ipswich, Suffolk. Com. Evans: Oct. 23, at 
12; and Nov. 29, atl; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sols, 
W. & H.P. Sharp, Leadenhall-street, or Josseylin & Son, Ipswich. 


Pa. Sep. 26. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Toespay, Oct. 9, 1860. 

BovrxeE, TrmoTuy Bourne, Cotton Broker, Liverpool (T. B. Bourne & Co.) 
Oct. 30, at 11; Liverpool. —Bosu, JouNn Wuittaker, Colour Manu- 
facturer, Wandsworth Colour Works, Wandsworth, Surrey. Nov. 5, at 
As Basinghall peer t.—GODDARD, WILLIAM, Shoe Manufacturer, Lei- 

tr. Nov. 1,atll; Nottingham.—Lezvers, Ayn Amevia, Hosier & 
De caler, Liverpool. Oct. 30, at 11; Liverpool.—Losoton, Joun, Ship 
ker & Ship Owner, Li verpool. Oct. 30, at 11; Liverpool.—Mapin, 

; as, & Ric HARD WEBSTER, ‘Common Brewers, Newark, Nottingham- 
i 1, at Ns Nottingham.—Suarmay, Isaac, Upholsterer, 

Lineol Oct. <4, at 12; Basinghall-street. —TOweERs, 

21, Pitf leid- “sires et, Hoxton, 

, Amys, Hotel 

4 at 2: treet I ~~ WILLIAM- 

, Sa ford, Lancashire, Nov. ey at 12; Man- 

1GHT, SaMvEL, Hotel & Tavern Keeper, Manchester. Nov. 


«t 

































Farivar, Oct. 12, 1860. 

HAMBERLAIN, GEORGE, jun., Le a Merchant, Glass Cutter, Piumber, 
Painter, & Glazier, 90, Crawford-street, Marylebone, Midé llesex. Nov, 
b, @& 11.30; Basinghall-street. — HAMMOND, SAMUEL, Flax Spinner, 
Le Sov, 14, at 11; Leeds.—Hooren, Josern, Leather Merchant, 
New Weston-street, Bermonds y- Nov. 2, at 1s Basinghali-street.— 
L ANGYORD, SAMUEL, Leather Seller, 47, Myddleton-street, Clerkenwell, 
Middiesex. Nov. 5, at 1; Sasinzhall-street.—Moone, Joun, Cloth 
Manutac urer, Sudsey, Yorkshire. Nov. 2,atll; Leeds. Nori, James, 
» 24, Leadenhall-street, London. Oct. 24, at 1.30; Basinghall- 
wire Veins, Lowext Peapisanp, Merchant, Crosby Hall-chambers, 
Fashopagate-street Within, London. Nov. 6. at 11; Basinghall-street. 


a, 




























‘LoninTé, Joux Vonvnr, Votato Salesman, 24 and 29, Crispin-street, 
v cis, Middlesex. Nov. 5, at 12; Basinghall-street,.—Seston, 

HitsM Tomas, Fellmonger, Horbvary Bridge, Yorkshire. Nov. 13, 
wilt; Leeds|—Starcn, Joszru, Stone Merchant, Leeds. Nov. 13, at 
13; Leetis,~—Taoure, Wi. 


Z Hour, WiLttam, Sune Mason & Builder, Goole, York- 
re, 1%, at il; Leeds 
CERTIFICATES. 
Tobe aLLowen, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 9, 1600, 
Alien, Caszrrs, Grocer, Bi $B, hn mouthshire, Nov, 
~— Coys, Sakru, Kila Weber 


5, at 115 Bristol, 
lanylactarer & Confectioner, Stour- 

















bridge, Worcestershire. Nov. 9, at il; Birmingham.—Hottoway 

Frank, Engineer & Machinist, 72, Paul- street, Finsbury, Middlesex’ 

Nov. 1, at 11.30; Basinghall-street.—Hornsy, Horarto NELson, Com. 

mon Carrier & Contractor, 18, Little Tower-street, London, and Ning 

Elms, Vauxhall, Surrey. Oct. 31, at 1; Basinghall-street, —Huveues, 

WiLLtam, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Leicester. Nov. 13, at 1, 30; 

Nottingham.—Lencn, Joun Cope, Leather Seller, 73, Dale-end, Bir. 

mingham. Nov. 5, at 11; Birmingham.—Noak, Water, & Joy 

Noak, Salt Manufacturers, Worcester (W. & J. Noak.) Nov. 9, at 11; 

er ean x ll ma Freperick CHARLES, Ironmaster, Zoughwood 
Colliery & Furnaces, and of Rycroft Colliery, Walsall, and of Hallfielg 

Furnace, Bilston, Staffordshire, and of Stockport. Nov. 12, at 11; Bir. 

mingham.—Swann, Jon Wester, India Rubber Manufacturer, Man. 

chester.—Nov. 2, at 12; Manchester.—WaLkeER, Tuomas, Provision 

Dealer & Grocer, Birmingham. Novy. 9, at 11; Birmingham. -Wuerny, 

Epwarp, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Market Deeping, Lincolnshire, 

Nov. 6, at 11.30; Nottingham.—Wititamson, ALBINE, Blacksmith & 

Shoeing Smith, Nottingham. Nov. 6, at 11.30; Nottingham. 

Fripay, Oct. 12,1860. 

Bales, Joseps#, Leather Seller, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Nov. 7, at 11,30 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne.—Barretr, Jon, Hotel Keeper, Liverpool, 
Nov. 5, at 12.30, Brine, Aveustus, Marble & Stone Merchant & Man. 
ufacturer, 135, Euston- road, St. Pancras, and Great a Ng Stone 
Wharf, Canal-road, Caledonian-road (Brine Brother). Nov. 5, at 1; 
Basinghall- street. —CARRUTHERS, Rosert, & GEORGE CARnorusny, 
Drapers, Liverpool. Nov. 5, at 1; Liverpool.—Daviss, Josepg 
EpmunpD, Innkeeper, Newport, Monmouthshire. Nov. 6, at ll; 
Bristol.—Harrer, Tnomas Henry, Confectioner, & Tobacconist, 
Abingdon, Berkshire. November 2, at 12.30; Basinghall-street— 
Herning, WittiaAM, Confectioner & Spice Merchant, Liverpool. Noy. 
5, at 12; Liverpool.—Hesexrine, James, Hotel Keeper & Post Master, 
Norwich. Nov. 3, at 11.30; Basinghall-street.—Jones, Epwarp, Horse 
Dealer, Mariborough, Wilts. Nov. 6, at 11; Bristol.—Lampegz, 
Tuomas, jun., Steam Thrasher, Stowupland, Stowmarket, Suffolk. Noy, 
3,at 12. Basinghall-street.—Roxperts, Joun Roser, Potato Salesman, 
28 & 29, Crispin-street, Spitalfields, Middlesex. Nov. 5, at 12; Basing. 
hal l-street.—W enTWoRTH, ARTHUR, & Tuomas Wentwortn, Hide & 

ki Salesmen & Dealers in Hides . Ler: Skin Market, Bermondsey, 
Surrey (A. & T. Wentworth). Nov. 5, at 2; Basinghall-street. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tuespay, Oct. 9, 1860, 

Austen, Joun, Leather Seller, 21, Pierrepoint-row, Islington, Middlesex, 
Sept. 26, 3rd class.—Biacksurn, James Berry, Currier & Leather 
Seller, St. Stephen’s-plain, Norwich. Sept. 29, 2nd class.—Cummmy, 
Antony, jun., Merchant, Liverpool. Oct. 1, Ist class.—Corts, 
Groner, Licensed Victualler & Cattle Dealer, New Ina, Landport. Sept, 
29, 3rd class.—Euuis, Ricuarp, Chemist & Druggist, Northampton, 
Sept. 29, 3rd class. Gisson, Freperick, Baker, Tottenham-read, 
Kingsland-road, Islington. Sept. 29, 3rd class.—GiLks, Caares Heyer, 
Ironmonger & Gun Manufacturer, 3, Union-row, Tower-hill, and 3%, 
Wapping, Middlesex. Sept. 28, 2nd class.—Green, Joun, Commission 
Agent, 1, Philpot-lane, London. Sept. 28, 2nd class.—OncHarb, FRep- 
FRic GeorGe, & GEORGE FREDERICK CUNNINGTON, Rick Cloth and Tent 
Manufacturers, 107, Brick-lane, Old-street, St. Luke’s, Middlesex. Sept, 
27, 2nd class.—( JSBORNE, WILLIAM, Printer, Bookseller, & Stationer, 
Birkenhead. Oct. 1, 2nd class.—Patim, Wituiam, & Joun Caves 
Pain, Maltsters & Dealers in Grain, Chester. Oct. 1, 2nd class— 
Porter, Tuomas, Chair & Cabinet Maker & Upholsterer, 8, Beauvoir 
place, Kingsland, Middlesex. Sept. 27, 2nd class.—READ, Francs 
Bennett Joun, Butcher, Leadenhall Market, London, and 12, Upper 
North-street, Bethnal- green, Middlesex. Sept. 27, 2nd class; afters 
suspension of 4 months.—Svurron, Lewis Pair, Wine & Spirit Dealer, 
Aberavon, Glamorganshire. Oct. 1, 3rd class; after a suspension of 12 
months, 








Frivay, Oct. 12, 1860. 

BLoxaM, ALFRED BrapLey, Wine Merchant, 14, Southampton-street, Strand, 
Middlesex. Oct. 3, 2nd class.—Ey.es, Joun Frepenic, Printer, Pab- 
lisher, & Stationer, 77. North-stZeet, Brighton, Sussex. Oct. 2, dnl 
class.—LitcarieLp, THomas, Surgeon & Apothecary, Twickenham, 
Middlesex. Oct. 5, 2nd class. —STarLey, WILLIAM ALBERT, Shoe Met- 
cer & Grindery Deaie sr, 1, Old Compton-street, Soho, Middlesex. Oct.3, 
3rd class.—WHITBURN, Aurrep Francis, Brewer, Enfield, Middlesex. 
Oct. 2, 2nd class. 

Scotch Sequestvations, 
Turspay, Oct. 9, 1860. 
3ENNETT, JouN, Millwright, Fagra Mill, and Dundrennan. 
toyal Hotel, Kirkeud (bright. Seq. Oct. 4. 

Brown & M Donatp, Coach Builders, Main Point, Edinburgh, as a ¢@% 
pany, and Joun Brown & Dencan M* DONALD, Coach Builders, inde 
vidual partners. Oct. 15, at 2; Dewar’s Sule-rooms, Waterloo-place, 
Edinburgh. Seq. Oct. 4. 

Brown, J. & W., and Witt1am Brown, Ironmongers, Ayr. 
Star Hotel, Ayr. Seg. Oct. 5. 

Fenrox, ALEXANDER, & Co., as acompany, and ALEXANDER FENnTOw & 
Evwarp Fenton, individual partners, Merchants, Leith, Oct. 16, # 
12; New Ship Hotel, 20, Shore, Leith. Seq. Oct. 8. 

MitcHeLy, GRAUAM ALexanper, Whitburn, Edinburgh. Oct. 12, at 1% 
Dowells & Lyon’s Rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seq. Oct. 4, 
Sentis, JULES, Vil Extractor & Stearine Manufactnrer, Paisley , Aiva, ant 
Hawick. Oct. 16, at 1; County Hotel, County place, Paisley, Sa 

Oct. 4, 

WiLson, Gzoxar, Vlaxspinner, Haugh-raills, Windygates, Fifeshire. Oct, 
19, at 2; Dowells & Lyon's Rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh, Se, 
0¢ 6, 6 5. 


Oct. 17, at 1%; 





Oct. 17, ath; 


Fatway, Oct. 12, 1860, 

Cattespen, Tuomas, & Sons, Leather Mere hants, Hide and Leather 
Factors, Glasgow (T, Callender & Co.). Oct. 19, at 12; Vaculty- -hall, 
St. George's-place, Glasgow. Seq, Oct, 10, 

Law, Hespenion, Merchant, Glasgowglately in Melbourne, FAustrals 
now in Glasgow, one of the r *artners of Law, White, and Co., Merchant, 
Glasgow. Oct, 16, at 2; Faculty-hall, St. Geurge’s-place, Glasgow. 
Seq. Oct, 9, 

Macvrsuran, Joun Guay, Merchant & Ship Owner, sometime in Greenock, 
thereafter and presently in Glasgow. O¢t, 19, at 12; Faculty-hall, & 
George’splace, Gasgow. Seq, Oot, 10, a 

‘Snomson, Joun, Merchant, Greenside-strect, Edinburgh, Oct. 16, 6%) 
Dowells and Lyon, 16, George-street, Edinburgh, Seg. Oct, & 
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We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

*,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately communicated to the Publisher. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


In the very admirable and practical address which 
Mr. Kennedy delivered last week at Newcastle-on-Tyne 
to the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 
he directed attention to one useful clause in Lord 
St. Leonards’ last Law of Property Act, which has 
et been scarcely observed upon. The effect of the 
14th section of that Act will be to enable the Court of 
Chancery immediately, or at any time after probate or 
letters of administration shall have been granted, to 
order the taking of an account of the debts and liabili- 
ties affecting the personal estate of a deceased person, 
ursuant to the 19th section of Sir George Turner’s 
Act (13 & 14 Vict. c. 35). The last-mentioned enact- 
ment, as our readers are aware, proved almost a dead 
letter, because its provisions could not be resorted to 
until the testator or intestate had been dead a year, and 
because, even after the expiration of a year, it did not 
prevent creditors from bringing their suits until the 
master or chief clerk had made his report or cer- 
tificate. But Lord St. Leonards’ last Act enables the 
Court in a summary way to restrain such suits 
after an order has been made for taking the 
accounts; and thus its effect will be to render 
administration by the Court of the estates of deceased 
— a very easy and satisfactory process. Mr. 

ennedy also pointed out what was felt to be an important 
defect in that section of Lord St Leonards’ former Law 
of Property Act (22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s. 29), which re- 
lated to the distribution of the assets of testators and 
intestate persons, without the intervention of the Court. 
Although the profession has largely availed itself of the 

Visions of the last-mentioned enactment, it has not 

been without some misgiving. The executor or admin- 
istrator was required to give such notice to creditors 
and others as the Court of Chancery would direct in 
an administration suit. Thus there was a source of 
risk in the initial requirement of the statute. A person 
availing himself of its provisions had need either to 
be acquainted with the practice of the Court in this res- 
pect, or to run the risk of whatever consequences might 
result from a mistake as to such practice. Again, he 
was only entitled to distribute the assets having regard 
to the claims of which he had notice. This obviously 
involved in considerable risk whoever attempted to 
avail himself of the Act. In the first place, notice in 
fact or in law might have been given to him, and yet 
by mischance, forgetfulness, or from want of personal 
knowledge, he might distribute the assets without 
having regard to some claim; and in the next place he 
would always in time to come be exposed to the 
difficulty of proving a negative, it might be against the 
Ingenuity of fraud which could from superior infor- 
mation torture circumstances into something which 
the law would deem notice. It was, therefore, much 
doubted by careful practitioners whether they them- 
selves or their clients were justified in resorting to 
the aid of Lord St. Leonards’ Act of 1859. There may 
cases, however, where the risks to which we 
have adverted are comparativel trifling, and in these 
ye a the Act of 1859 will still continue to be used. 
ut there can be no doubt that in the great majority of 
cases a prudent solicitor will prefer the Act of last 
session. Under the former his client will not only have 
to encounter the risks which we have mentioned, but 
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will have himself to take the account ; and, incidentally 
thereto, will have to decide upon such doubtful 
} san as may arise in reference to the assets of the 

eceased, and the claims against his estate ; and all this 
is done without any record being made. But under the 
new method—or rather under Sir George Turner's 
method as amended by the recent statute—the account 
will be taken by the chief clerk with the sanction of 
the judge, and will remain of record as a protection in 
all future time. The executor or administrator more- 
over, during the taking of the account, will be protected 
against actions at law of a deceased’s creditors; and all 
this may be done upon a simple summons at chambers 
without the expense of instituting a formal suit. One 
other important feature of the recent enactment, and 
which Mr. Kennedy has not failed to notice, will have 
the effect, practically, of reducing to a minimum the 
expense of such an administration. The Act provides 
that the chief clerk may certify the particulars of the 
claims of creditors without adjudicating thereon, so that 
where there is no question as to the claim, there will be 
no needless formality or expense in proving it. 


An association has been organised for the abolition of 
primogeniture and entail laws. It has just published 
as a pamphlet a translation of a paper on et ae | 
foundations, which was originally written for the Fren 
Encyclopedie, by M. Turgot, the famous economist. 
Many of the arguments are not dissimilar in their general 
tenour and object to those used by Vice-Chancellor 
Wood in the paper on the Law of Charities, which he 
read last year before the Social Science Conference at 
Bradford. 

“Tt is precisely,” says M. Turgot, “in the countries where 
these charitable resources most abound, as in Spain and some 
parts of Italy, that poverty is more common and more general 
than anywhere else. The reason is very obvious, and a thou- 
sand travellers have remarked it. To cause a considerable 
nnmber of men to live gratuitously is to institute prizes for 
idleness and all the disorders which result from it; it is to make 
the condition of the indolent preferable to that of the indus- 
trious; and it is consequently to diminish to the state the 
quantity of labour, and of the productions of the earth, of which 
a part necessarily becomes uncultivated. From hence come 
frequent famines, an increase of the quantity of misery, and 
depopulation, which is the consequence of it, The race of in- 
dustrious citizens is displaced by a vile populace, composed of 
mendicants without fixed habitations, and given up to all sorts 
of crimes. To feel the abuse of these ill-applied alms, let us 
suppose a state so well governed that a peor person is not to be 
seen in it (a thing possible, doubtless, in every country that has 
colonies to people), The establishment of a gratuitous relief 
for a certain number of men, would immediately create poor in 
that state; that is, it would give to a certain number an interest 
to become poor by abandoning their occupations, From hence 
would result a void in the labour and wealth of the “state, an 
additional weight of public burthens upon the industrious man, 
and all the disorders which prevail in the present constitution 
of societies. It is thus that the purest virtues may mislead 
those who deliver themselves up without caution to whatever 
they inspire. But if pious and respectable plans may disap- 
point all the hopes that were entertained of them, what must 
we think of those foundations (and which doubtless are the most 
numerous) which have had no motive or real object but the 
gratification of a frivolous vanity? Iam_ not afraid to assert, 
that if we compare the advantages and inconveniences of all the 
foundations which at present exist in Europe, there is perhaps 
not one that will stand the test of an enlightened policy.” 


He proceeds to argue that whatever may be the utility 
of a foundation, the impossibility of securing its exe- 
cution is in itself an irremediable defect. The question 
of charitable foundations is one that has long excited 
great interest in this country on account of the vast 
amount of property amongst us which is loupe with 
charitable trusts, and also of the extreme ditliculty, on 
the one hand, of carrying out the intention of the origi- 
nal donor, or, on the other, in case that fails, of finding 
some suitable and approximate objects. 
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We make no apology for quoting the eloquent con- 
clading words of M. Turgot :— 


“ The general utility,” he says, “is the supreme law; and 
ought not to be counteracted either by a superstitious regard of 
what has been styled the intention of the founder—narrow and 
uninformed individuals having no right to bind down, by their 
capricious decisions, generations yet unborn; nor yet, by the 
fear of infringing the pretended right of certain bodies, particular 
bodies in the state having no right contrary to that of the whole. 
All citizens, indeed, have their peculiar rights, which must be 
held sacred even by the society at large; they themselves exist 
independently of the society; they are the necessary elements 
of it; and they do not enter into it, except to place themselves, 
with all their rights, under the protection of the very laws to 
which they sacrifice their liberty. But no particular bodies of 
men thus exist by themselves, or for themselves; they were 
formed for the public advantage; and they should cease the 
moment they cease to be useful. No human production, then, 
is made for immortality; and since foundations, if continually 
multiplied by vanity, would at length swallow up all private 
funds and property, it is necessary that a power should exist 
adequate to their destruction. If all the men that have existed 
had each had a sepulchre, it would clearly have been necessary 
to destroy these sterile monuments to find lands for cultivation, 
and to disturb the ashes of the dead to provide for the subsist- 
ence of the living.” 

Of all the blue books which deserve to be studied 
by Englishmen there are none which will better 
repay perusal, or which might be made productive of 
greater to the country at large, than those which 


relate to the charitable foundations of this country ; but 
as a mere argument upon the subject of foundations, that 
of the famous French financier has never been surpassed 
for perspicacity and cogent reasoning. 


The following resolutions relating to Bankruptcy 
were by the Jurisprudence department of the 
Social Science at the Glasgow meeting :— 


“ That having regard to the manner in which the system of 
bankruptcy law now in force in Scotland has been found to 
operate there, it is the opinion of this section— 

“1. That non-traders as well as traders should be brought 
within the operation of the bankruptcy law, and that the 
separate jurisdiction of the Insolvent Debtors’ Court should be 
abolished. 

“2. That the Scotch system of vesting the bankrupt’s 
estate in a trustee elected by the creditors is preferable to the 
English system of a double set of officials; and that, after the 
appointment of the creditors’ assignee, the functions of the 
official assignee should cease. 

«3. That the exp€nse of the judicial establishment of the 
Court of Bankruptcy should be laid on the Consolidated 
Fund, and thus relieve bankrupt estates from an oppressive 
burden of fees and per centages, which are not exigible in 
Scotland. 

“3. That the Sheriff Courts of Scotland having been found 
adequate to the beneficial administration of the bankrupt law, 
it is extremely desirable that jurisdiction in bankruptcy should 
be conferred on the English County Courts, by which a large 
amount of annual expenditure would be saved.” 


> 
Se 


INSURANCE OFFICES AND DAYS OF GRACE. 


A question has arisen respecting the effect of ‘‘ days 
of grace” in policies of insurance against fire. The 
extensive premises of Messrs. Goodhart & Co., destroyed 
by the recent fire at Limehouse, were insured in several 
offices. The fire occurred during the fifteen days of 
grace allowed for renewing the policy, but before the 
policies had been renewed; and the premiums for 
renewal were tendered after the fire, within the fifteen 
days. Some of the offices have accepted the premium, 
and acknow} their liability. Other offices imterested 
have decli to accept unconditionally the tender of 
the premium, and have made a public statement in 
explanation of their refusal, to the effect that they have 
not i their liability under the policies, but 
that they have informed Messrs. Goodhart & Co. that, 








on their giving an assurance that it was their intention 
to have renewed the insurances without reference to 
the occurrence of the fire, the offices were willing ty 
accept the renewal of the policies for the current year, 

Whatever view the offices may take of their position 
upon principles of honour or policy, we have no 
hesitation in saying that their inquiries respecti 
Messrs. Goodhart & Co.’s private intentions are quite 
impertinent to the question of legal liability. The 
rights of the latter were defined in point of law at the 
time of the fire, and were incapable of being varied by 
any subsequent expression of intention. Their previous 
thoughts and intentions eas | the renewal of the 
policies, if not communicated to the company 80 as to 
assume the form of an agreement, are quite immaterial, 
The simple question for them is, have they a Tight 
under their policies to be insured against the fire which 
has happened within the fifteen days, upon the sub. 
sequent tender of the premiums? If they have, there 
camot be the least shadow of dishonesty in exacting 
it, notwithstanding they may have intended to discon. 
tinue the policies in case no fire had happened. On the 
other hand, supposing the companies to have held out 
representations in their prospectuses that they construed 
their policies in this sense, they are bound in common 
honesty to make good such representations, notwith- 
standing a court of law should construe the policies 
differently. 

The question of legal right depends so exclusively 
upon the exact terms of the policies, and on the effet 
of any advertisements and prospectuses which may 
have been previously issued by the companies, that 
it is quite impossible, in the absence of precise informa 
tion on these circumstances, to form any judgment 
respecting it. But there is sufficient authority in 
similar cases to justify the supposition that, when the 
dispute is reduced to a strictly legal form, it may 
receive a rapid and easy solution. 

A fire policy in the ordinary form insures, subject to 
the conditions, against loss by fire for a year from the 
date of the insurance, and afterwards from year to year 
so long as the insured pays the yearly premiums, and 
the insurer agrees to accept the same. Upon thes 
simple terms there is no question about the 
duration of the insurance, or of the option of 
the insurers to refuse a continuance of it. But 
there is commonly appended a condition ra 
to what are called “the days of grace” in some 
terms as the following :—‘ that all future payments, 
so long as the directors shall agree to accept the same, 
shall be made within fifteen days after the expiration 
of the year, or the benefit of the policy to be forfeited” 
The effect of such a condition upon the plain terms 
the policy was decided in the case of Tarleton v. Stani- 
forth, (5 'T. R. 695), where the loss had occurred within 
the fifteen days, and the premium for renewal was sub- 
sequently tendered and refused. The Court entertained 
no doubt that the insurance did not extend to the fit 
teen days beyond the year; and that the insurers had 
a right to decline the renewal ; and it further explainel 
that the only effect of the allowance of the fifteen days 
was to save the expense of a new policy and a new 
stamp, in case of renewal. 

- In consequence of this decision the Sun Fire Office, 
amongst others, issued an advertisement expressly in- 
forming the public “that all persons insured in thi 
office by policies taken out for one year, or for 4 
longer term, are and always have been consi 

the managers as insured for fifteen days beyond the 
time of the expiration of their policies ;” and in the 
case of Salvin v. James (6 Fast. sh1), the effect of this 
advertisement upon a policy with the condition dee 
cribed above became the subject of judicial decision. 
Lord Ellenborough, in delivering the Judgment of 
the Court, stated that the combihedt effect of the condi- 
tion and advertisement was to give the parties an opti 

for fifteen days to continue the contract, or not, with 
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this advantage to the insured, that if a loss should 
happen during the fifteen days the office could not 
after such loss determine the contract; and that the 
effect of receiving the premium was to give the in- 
sured an insurance for another year, to be computed 
from the expiration of the former and not from the 
expiration of the fifteen days» He further summed 
up the general effect of the whole as “an insurance 
for one year, and for so long as the parties please; 

ovided the insured pay the annual premium within 
Bfteen days of the expiration of each year, with a re- 


‘striction of the office alone from determining the policy 


after the year during fifteen days of the following year, 
in case a loss should happen during that period.” 

The two cases above cited were commented on and 
fully sanctioned by the Court in the recent case of 
Simpson v. The Accidental Death Insurance Company 
(26 L. J. C. P. 289). ‘That was the case of a policy of 
insurance against accidental death or injury, renewed 
annually by payment of the premium on a certain day, 
or within twenty-one days after, so long as the company 
should accept the same, subject to the following, amongst 
other, conditions :—First, provided the premium should 
be paid within the twenty-one days the policy should 
not be void, notwithstanding the happening, before the 
expiration of them, of the event upon which the policy 
should become payable; fourth, that in every case 
where a new premium should become payable the 
directors should be at liberty to terminate the risk by 
refusing to accept the premium. The Court held that 
the fourth condition was substantially the same as the 
usual condition in fire policies set out above, and not 
bing qualities by any advertisement or stipulation simi- 
larto that in the case of Salvin vy. James, was to be con- 
strued according to the case of Turleton v. Staniforth, 
as giving to the directors the right of renewing the 
policy or refusing to do so at their pleasure. 

The law, then, seems clear that the effect of the fifteen 
days allowed by the aiding condition, reserving the right 
of the insurers to decline a renewal, does not engage 
them to insure during that period, but only provides 
against a lapse of the old policy in case both parties 
agree within that time to a continuance of the in- 
surance; but where the insurers have engaged, by ad- 
vertisement or otherwise, to insure during the fifteen 
days, and such engagement is sufficiently embodied in 
the transaction, they are bound by it; and the mode of 
at Wd it into effect is by a renewal of the policy for 
another year from the expiration of the preceding one. 


The important question remains how far insurance 


offices are bound by the advertisements and prospectuses 
promising extended insurance and other advantages, 
which they hold forth to the public for the purpose of 
recting business. When these are incorporated or 
sufficiently referred to in the policy as terms of the con- 
tract, no question can arise except as to their con- 
struction. But where the policy is completed without 
any reference to such previous representations, the 
question is more extensive and of greater difficulty. The 
judgment of Salvin v. James, deciding the construction 
of such an advertisement, was upon a special case, in 
which it was agreed that the advertisement should be 
taken as binding, and no question was raised as to its 
forming part of the contract. 

The point has been discussed with reference to the 
undertaking frequently found in the prospectus of com- 
panies, “that all policies shall be indisputable, except 
in cases of fraud.” In the case of Wood vy. Dwarris 
(4 W. R. 262), the Court of Exchequer held that the 
insurer might assert by way of equitable pleading that 
the policy was made upon the faith of po prospectus ; 
and that the company were bound by it in equity, 
although no reference was made to it in the written 
Policy, A similar question arose in the case of Wheel- 
ton v. Peagh AS. . R. 784), and the judgment of the 
pr ats Ail Court of Queen's Bench expressed a 
strong nt from the case of Wood y. Dwarris, on 





the ground that its effect was to control the operation 
of a written contract by external matter. The precise 
point adjudged, however, was that. the mere publication 
of such a prospectus, without proof that the insured 
knew of and acted upon it, was not sufficient evidence 
that the policy was made upon the faith of it. Lord 
Campbell, C.J., differed from the judgment in thinking 
that the publication of such an advertisement was alone 
sufficient evidence whence the jury might infer that the 
insured acted upon it; and he also differed as to the 
opinion expressed upon the case of Wood v. Dwarris. 
The judgment was reversed in the Exchequer Chamber, 
but on grounds not bearing upon this point. The 

uestion, therefore, how far companies are hap | 
the public advertisements and prospectuses by whi 
they have induced persons to deal with them, but which 
are not afterwards expressly referred to in the policy, 
may be considered as still open to review in a court of 
error. 

Life insurances differ so widely in their nature from 
insurances against fire and other accidents, that they do 
not throw much light upon the subject. They are not, 
like the latter, contracts to indemnify against uncertain 
losses and events, but to pay a certain sum of money 
upon the happening of an event which is uncertain only 
in point of time, in consideration of the insured paying 
the premiums punctually at the times appointed. The 
insurers, after undertaking the policy, have no further 
option as to receiving the premiums; but on failure of 
the insured in payment of the premium at the day ap- 
pointed, the insurers are released, and the whole accu- 
mulated value of the policy is lost. Days of grace have 
here a definite meaning in mitigating the severe comse- 
quences of a non-payment at the exact day, and allow- 
ing a further interval, during which the insured may 
revive the forfeited policy; but it seems likely that it 
would require a much stronger expression of the inten- 
tion of the parties than the mere allowance of the days 
of grace, to hold the insurers liable during the extended 
interval, in case of the life falling before the payment 
of the premium. The effect of the usual allowance of 
the days of grace where the death occurred before the 
payment of the premium, was incidentally discussed in 
the case of Pritchard v. Merchants Life Insurance 
Society (27 L. J. C. P. 169), but not decided. Willes, 
J., in his judgment said, “I think it would be wise for 
persons insuring not to raise this question. 7" pre- 
sent impression is, that the thirty days are allowed only 
with reference to insurance for future years, and that 
with reference to such only is the company bound to 
receive the premium, and to go on insuring, and that the 
are not bound to do so unless the person insured is alive. 

The moral to be drawn from the above cases is, 
that the public should be very careful in dealing with 
insurance offices, to see that all the advantages offered 
by advertisement or prospectus are entered in plain 
terms in the policy. The latter document is gene- 
rally settled with great experience and deliberation 
by the office in its own interest, but rather hastily 
and inconsiderately accepted by the insurer, who is 
very much at the mercy of the office as to the terms 
and conditions imposed upon him. In the competition 
for business, offices vie with each other in holding 
out inducements in the shape of extended insurance, 
indisputable liability, and the like, in order to attract 
insurers, no allusion to which afterwards finds its way 
into the policy. Offices which are conducted on 
honourable principles act up to the letter of such 
representations. ‘To act otherwise is, no doubt, ex- 
tremely dishonourable ; but the experience of the law 
courts unfortunately proves that it is not uncommon, 
and points to the absclute necessity for the insurer to 
obtain the fullest legal security for all such i 
In any event, there is no fair reciprocity where the 
insurer, in return for his premium, is left to depend 
solely on the honour of a board of directors for the 
equivalent. 
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OF SUCCESSION TO PERSONAL ESTATE AS 
AFFECTED BY THE DOMICIL OF THE DE- 
CEASED OWNER. 

(By Professor Joun ScHank Morp, LL.D., F.R.S.E. of the 
University of Edinburgh.) 
The following interesting paper was read by Professor More 
at the recent meeting of the Social Science Congress :-— 


It was long ago laid down by Lord Loughborough, when 
presiding in the English Court of Common Pleas, as “ a clear 
proposition, not only of the law of England, but of every country 
in the world where law has the semblance of science, that per- 
sonal property has no locality. The meaning of that is, not 
that personal property has no visible locality, but that it is 
subject to that law which governs the person of the owner. 
With respect to the disposition of it, either by succession 
or the act of the party, it follows the law of the person. 
The owner in any country may dispose of his personal’property. 
If he dies, it is not the law of the country in which the property 
is, but the law of the country of which he is a subject, that will 
regulate the succession.” * 

Assuming this doctrine to be correct, it follows that personal 
estate must, on the death of the owner, be distributed among 
those who, by the law of his domicil at the time of his death, 
are entitled to claim the succession. Accordingly, were a 
person whose original domicil was in Scotland to go to India 
or any other foreign country, and there to accumulate a fortune, 
which he left behind him in the foreign country, on resuming 
his original domicil in Scotland it would not be distributable 
according to the rules of succession of that foreign place; but 
would belong to his relations according to the rules of his 
domicil in Scotland at the time of his death, Thus, his mere 
change of domicil would, whether he intended it or not, effect a 
complete change in the succession to his personal estate. 

There can be no doubt as to this matter, provided the party 
died intestate. In that case his change of domicil is, by the 
operation of law, held to effect a change in the succession to his 
personal estate; so that a different set of relations will be en- 
titled to claim this succession from those who could have 
claimed it had he remained in the foreign country and died 
there. 

As to this matter, there is no difference of opinion among 
modern jurists. But it has been doubted whether, if the party 
had, when he was domiciled in the foreign country, executed a 
will, valid by the laws of that place, to regulate his succession, 
but not available, according to the rules of the law of Scotland, 
to displace the claim of intestate succession had such will been 
executed in Scotland, this foreign will would be affected by the 
change of domicil equally as the intestate succession would be. 
In other words, the question is whether the Courts of Scotland 
can hold this foreign will to regulate the succession of the party, 
though a similar will, if executed in Scotland, would have had 
no such effect. 

This question, which has divided the opinion of eminent 
jurists, seems to turn entirely on the point whether the suc- 
cession to personal estate is to be regulated, in every respect, by 
the law of the domici]. If this point be conceded, then the will 
which is to displace the rule of the domicil as to intestate per- 
sonal succession, must be such as the law of the domicil weuld 
hold to be effectual for that purpose. The mere fact that the will, 
“ founded on” for this purpose, was executed at a place where, 
had the testator been domiciled at the time of his death, would 
have had that effect, cannot, in consistency with the rule above 
suggested as to personal succession, have any influence in a 
different domicil. A willis regarded as the last act of the 
testator’s life, and the mere place where it was executed seems 
of no importance. The only proper question is, whether it is 
such a will as the law of the domicil would, independent of its 
place of execution, recognise as sufficient to displace its own 
rules as to intestate personal succession. It is unnecessary to 
observe that a will, not executed in the form required by the 
law of the domicil, cannot be recognised by that law as a 
valid instrument sufficient to displace its own rules as to 
intestate succession. Accordingly, a will which was not holo- 
graph of the testator and signed by him, or which, if written by 
another person, was not tested in terms of the statute, 1681, 
would be of no effect in Scotland if executed by a domiciled 
Scotchman, however clearly it could be proved to have been 
intended by him to regulate his succession. To have this 
effect it must be executed in the form which our law has pre- 
scribed, 





* SU y. Worswick, | Henry Blackstone, 690, 





Now, the question is, whether a will not so executed can be 
allowed to regulate the succession of the testator, because it was 
executed in a foreign place, and according to the forms pre. 
scribed by the law of that place? If such a will, had it been 
executed in Scotland, would not have been held effectual to 
regulate the succession of the testator, upon what principle is 


it that the mere fact of its having been executed in a foreign 
place, or bearing to be so; should have that effect? If the rule 
be that the succession to personal estate must be regulated by 
the law of the domicil of the deceased owner, it seems to follow 
that any instrument which is to regulate such succession, and 
to displace the rule as to intestate succession, must be such as, 
if it had been executed in Scotland, would have had that effect. 
And assuming this doctrine, the effect which the change of 
domicil produces upon the succession of the party should apply 
equally to testate and intestate succession. 

A will holograph of the testator, and duly signed by him, 
would be a valid will by the law of Scotland, and would receive 
full effect in regulating the succession wherever it was executed, 
And it would always be easy for a party who had changed his 
domicil to declare by a codicil, executed in the form required by 
the law of the new domicil, that the provisions made in his 
foreign will should receive full effect, notwithstanding his 
change of domicil, just as he might provide, by a similar writing, 
that his personal estate should go among those relations who 
were entitled to succeed thereto by the rules of the domicil he 
had relinquished. 

It has been urged in opposition to the views here suggested 
that a contract entered into in a foreign place would be held 
binding in Scotland if it were executed agreeably to the law 
which prevailed in that foreign place, though such contract 
might not be executed in the form required by the law of Scot- 
land. And it has been asked why should the rule be different 
as toa will? The answer is, that the law as to contracts and 
the law as to succession depend on entirely different principles. 
The law as to contracts depends on the agreement of two or 
more parties, and forms part of the law of nations; whereas 
wills depend for their validity on the municipal law of each 
country, and require to be executed in the form which that 
municipal law has prescribed. If wills were to be put on the 
same fvoting with contracts, which they seem to be by the 
modern law of France, then, wherever they were executed, 
provided they were valid at the place of execution, they would 
be valid everywhere. But this doctrine seems to run counter 
to the rule which, except in France, seems to be everywhere 
else established; and, consistently with the rule already men- 
tioned as to personal succession, it is not easy to see how a will 
which, if executed in Scotland by a person who was domiciled 
and died there, should be held ineffectual for regulating his 
personal succession, should nevertheless be deemed effectual for 
that purpose, because it Happened to be executed, or bears to 
have been executed, in some foreign place. If the will, suchas 
it is, would be a good will by the law of Scotland, it seems of 
no consequence where it was executed; but if such a will, had 
it been executed in Scotland, would have been ineffectual for 
regulating the succession of the party, what is the principle on 
which the fact of its execution in a foreign country should give 
it validity for that purpose? Put the case that the testator, 
after coming to Scotland, and bringing the foreign will with 
him, should desire to alter some of the provisions of that will, 
and should give it to a friend that he might prepare a new will 
in the same form, and that this new will was executed precisely 
as the foreign one,could it be held that no effect could be given 
to this last will, because it was executed in Scotland, and that 
the foreign will would revive and receive full effect? 

It is understood that the question as to the invalidity of such 
foreign will, when not executed agreeably to the Jaw of the 
domicil, in regulating the succession of a party, has been fixed 
by several decisions of the English courts; but it has not 
hitherto been the subject of much discussion in Scotland, and 
as it relates to an important branch of general law it has been 
deemed right to bring it under the notice of the Jurisprudence 
section of the Association. 
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The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacencies, &e. 





COURT OF COMMON COUNCIL. 
At the Court of Common Council, on Thursday, the 18th 
inst., the officers’ and clerks’ committee having made a report, 
in which they recommended that an al should take 
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place in the Comptroller’s department by abolishing the office 
of conveyancing clerk, and that a sum of £1,100, being equiva- 
lent to two years’ emoluments, should be allowed to Mr. William 
Burbidge Richardson upon his vacating the situation, Deputy 
Fry moved the adoption of the report, and in doing so, paid a 
high compliment to Mr. Richardson for his very disinterested 
and honourable conduct in reference to the matter that was the 
subject of inquiry before the committee. He said that, at the 
time the great City improvements and the London Bridge ap- 
proaches were under consideration, Mr. Richardson was very 
much engaged, but latterly he had hardly anything to do, and, 
in the most honourable manner, he expressed his opinion that 
he had no right to take a large salary for doing nothing. It 
was due to this gentleman to say, that he had with the most 
honourable feeling stated that he ought not to go on taking this 
money when there was nothing for him to do for it. A delicate 
question then arose as to what compensation should be given 
to a gentleman who had served them faithfully for twenty years, 
and who had behaved in such an honourable manner; and the 
committee thought that under all the circumstances, they could 
not do less than to recommend that he should receive a sum 
equivalent to two years of the amount of salary to which he was 
at present entitled. The motion was carried unanimously, the 
general feeling being, that Mr. Richardson had acted in a very 
praiseworthy and disinterested manner, as he might have gone 
on for an indefinite period receiving his salary, and the proposal 
to relinquish his appointment, under the circumstances, had 
come from himself. 


The Queen has been pleased to grant unto George Henry 
Hewitt Oliphant, of Broadfield House, Hesket, Cumberland, 
Esquire, and of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-law, her royal 
licence and authority that he may, in compliance with a pro- 
viso contained in the last will and testament of his maternal 
uncle, Richard Ferguson, take and use the surname of Fergu- 
son, in addition to and after that of Oliphant, and that he may 
bear the arms of Ferguson, quarterly, with his family arms. 
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Correspondence. 


COUNTRY AGENCY. 


A country solicitor complains of London ones not paying 
their agency charges for serving writs. I retort that the 
country solicitors represent themselves as having offices at 
towns they go to very seldom, that writs are kept for days and 
days (sometimes because the defendant is a client), that the 
charges made are extortionate and beyond what is allowed on 
taxation, and when they are paid they are constantly applied 
for over again. It has been mooted that the country solicitor, 

ing an agent, should only make agency charges in the proper 
sense of the word, so as to give the London one a profit. It is 
certainly very hard to be told that you cannot have an affidavit 
of service from the agent because his country client has told 
him to insist on some absurd demand. It is a common thing 
to charge for two letters, one to say the writ is served, and the 
other with the affidavit; of course, it is well known that one 
only is allowed. I commonly pay more than that, in order to 
avoid a correspondence with a very troublesome class of people 
who, whether the plaintiff succeeds or fails, and his attorney 
gets his costs or not, expect their pound of flesh. It is notorious 
in some places (as for instance in Wales) that you frequently 
cannot get a country solicitor to serves writ if he does not 
choose; most of them keep a man, who is paid a small sum to 
serve writs—and the charge is nearly all profit. It often, too, 
leads to the employment by the defendant of the country 
solicitor. I do not defend the non-payment of their charges, 
but I think they might shew a little more consideration than 
they do towards their employers. 

A Lonpon Manacine CLERK. 


EQUITABLE DEFENCES AND REPLICATIONS AT 
COMMON LAW, 

I have an instance before me of the very inconvenient, and 
indeed absurd results of the limited interpretation put by 
the common law courts on the Common Law Procedure Act on 
this subject. My case is one where a court of equity cannot 
grant an injunction simply because there is nothing that it 
could be granted against. My equity is clear, but the form of 
epnim inequity would necessarily not be to get aninjunction, 

he consequence is that I cannot plead an equitable plea! The 





decisions in the Common Law Courts shew an utter ignorance 
of equity forms—a plaintiff may have a clear equity and yet 
there may be nothing he wants an injunction against. Eminent 
men of both bars tell me I am remediless in common law, and 
must file a bill. B. 


THE LORDS JUSTICES. 

In continuation of my letter in your columns on the 13th, I 
have to say that p. 147 of the Blue Book of Judicial Statistics 
shews that at the commencement of the year, the nominal 
arrears before the puisne judges of chancery suits waiting for 
hearing was 376, (99, 172, and 105) or about that, as from the 
returns it is not very efsy to get at the precise figure—out of 
these many no doubt were not ripe for hearing, for the cause 
books of course contain those that have been set down as well 
as those ready to be heard. This arrear seems unnecessary, as 
I find from the same page that during the year 1859 the Lords 
Justices heard only 5 motions for a decree, 1 cause, 1 special 
case, 5 further directions, 19 “other” (than appeal) petitions, 
and 15 special (not appeal) motions. It may be said that they 
might have relieved the above arrears much more, and I cannot 
help thinking that the return of the number of days they sat 
(same page) is fallacious. 169 (27 and 142) is nearly as many 
as the other judges (though not half the year)—the Lord Chan- 
cellor sat sometimes with them, and then they adjourned to 
their own court, I suppose that is counted as two days—of 
course, it ought not tobe. Being relieved of all chamber busi- 
ness (unless reading lunacy affidavits is so called) they might 
(as often urged in your columns) materially help in hearing 
injunction, special case, or original causes, not likely to involve 
references to chambers, and thus assist in relieving the business 
until other judges are appointed; this seems to be a mere ques- 
tion of time; their assistance is the more requisite as I see the 
new Act abolishing the masters recites that two are too ill, and 
the other too infirm, to do anything, and though one at least 
gets his full salary for very little work, I suppose that cannot 
be helped. D. 


CONVEYANCING CHARGES IN SCOTLAND. 

We have been favoured with the following communication 
from a correspondent of great experience and high professional 
position in Glasgow. 

You wish to know the mode of charging adopted by Scotch 
solicitors. Of course, it would take a long time to give you 
the charges in each case; but I will select the former and 
present mode of charging for absolute conveyances, where there 
is a price paid (which deeds are called in Scotland dispositions) 
and for conveyances on security, called in Scotland bonds and 
dispositions on security and in England mortgages. I may, 
however, mention that some years ago the deeds required in 
completing a purchaser's title were, first, the conveyance ; 
second, an instrument authenticated by a notary public and 
called asasine, which described the lands conveyed, and narrated 
the burdens under which they were held as in the conveyance, 
and which sasine was the deed put upon the publicrecord for pub- 
lication of,the transfer of the lands; and third, a deed of confirma 
tion by the superior or over lord, by which he acknowledged as 
his vassal the new proprietor in place of the old. In convey- 
ances on security this deed of confirmation was seldom required. 
Within the last fifteen years a number of Acts of Parliament 
have been passed, by which not merely the number of deeds 
required in such cases, but even their length, has been pang | 
diminished, the conditions under which the property is hel 
being now referred to as contained in a deed or deeds which 
have already entered the record, and form part of the title of 
the party granting the conveyance, and the old clauses of style 
being either shortened or altogether omitted. The deeds in 
the case of a sale now consist merely of a conveyance on which 
a docquet is put (called a warrant of registration) authorising 
the conveyance to be recorded for publication, and the over- 
lord confirms this deed by a short writ put upon the back of 
it. The whole length of this conveyance is much shorter 
generally than that of the old disposition, while, as I have men- 
tioned above, there is now neither a sasine nora charter by the 
over lord. In mortgages and transfers of rad the trans- 
action is completed by a deed shortened by referring to condi- 
tions and by the omission of many of the old clauses of style, 
and the abbreviation of others. No warrant of registration or 
confirmation by the superior is necessary. 

Previous to 1859, the mode of charging both in Edinburgh 
and Glasgow had been fixed for conveyances and mortgages 
partly according to the length of the deeds, and partly by an 
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ad valorem charge ascertained by reference to the price paid in 
the case of a conveyance, and the sum borrowed when it was 
a mortgage. Now, however, in such cases the fees are ad 
valorem, and increase regularly according to the amount paid 
or lent. The charge is £1 1s. per £100 for the first £300, 
and 10s. 6d. per £100 for every other £100. There is also a 
very moderate fee which, in Edinburgh, never exceeds £3 3s. 
for completing the transaction; including the examination of* 
the title, however long and complicated that may be. I send, 
herewith, a copy of the Edinburgh table of fees, with which 
the Glasgow table substantially agrees, although they differ 
from one another in a few charges. 

It is, perhaps, too soon to say what has been the effect upon 
the legal profession in Scotland of the recent changes in regard 
to deeds, and the charges for them. I think, however, that in 
all transfers of small properties or small loans or mortgages 
the expenses have been very materially reduced. 

The solicitors in Scotland offered no opposition to the 
principles of the Acts which have made such a change in 
Scotch conveyancing, nor were they even opposed to many of 
the details. They considered that the advantage of the public 
must be promoted, although the emoluments of the legal pro- 
fession might thereby be materially diminished, and that these 
emoluments have been diminished of late years I consider 
quite certain. 

The total expense of carrying through and completing 
a purchase when the purchase-money is between £500 and 
£5,000, is about one-and-a-half per cent. upon the amount 
of the price including the stamp duty to Government. When 
the price is below £500 it is a little more, and when it is above 
£5,000 it is about one-and-a-quarter per cent. The expense 
of carrying through a mortgage is about one per cent, upon 
the sum borrowed, including the stamp duty to Government. 
The lower rate of stamp duty (one-eighth instead of one-half 
per cent.) being the chief cause of the difference. 

Glasgow, October 16. M. 


CONVEYANCE TO OR BY A FEME COVERT. 

In reply to Mr. Chadwick’s question (ante, p. 910) I beg to 
state that an acknowledgment by a married woman under the 
Act for the Abolition of Fines and Recoveries is not necessary 
in-cases such as he mentions, in which the wife conveys pro- 
perty settled to her separate use with a superadded power of 
appointment. In such cases the husband having no interest 
whatever need not join in the conveyance, nor is it neces- 
sary that the deed of conveyance should be acknowledged 
by her, as it operates as an execution of the power. If the 
wife bad a power and the legal fee, but not a trust of the fee, 
to her separate use, the case would be more difficult. Lord St. 
Leonards considers that, in such a case, the husbani’s concur- 
rence is not necessary to the validity of the deed of appoint- 
ment—vid. 2 Sug. on Powers, p. 210. Mr. Chance is of a con- 
trary opinion—vid. Chance on Powers, 530. Blithe’s case (2 
Freem. 91), cited by Mr. Chance, although relating merely to 
a term, yet corroborates his opinion as to freeholds, For the 
principle that powers override all limitations in the same in- 
strument in which the power is contained, is alike applicable 
to realty and personalty; and it is only by force of this prin- 
ciple that it can be contended that a power by a married 
woman, who also takes an interest in the same estate, can be 
exercised by her to defeat the marital rights of her husband. 
Her powerin such acascis appendant. Aconveyance by her, prior 
to her marriage, of the whole, or of any part, of her interest, 
would extinguish her power wholly in the first case, and pro 
tanto in the second. Now, marriage is an assignment by act 
of law to her husband of the whole interest of her terms (if 
the husband please to avail himself of this right), and of the 
rents and profits of her real estate. Her power, therefore, 
over property, in which she takes the legal fee with a power 
of appointment, operates to pass the fee; but subject to the 
right of the husband to the rents and profits during his life; 
so that his execution of the deed of conveyance is necessary 
to pass his interest. But, even in this case, acknowledgment 
of the deed by the wife is not necessary. We must not con- 
found the acknowledgment by the wife with the divesting of 
an interest in the husband. It is not because the husband 
takes an interest that acknowledgment by the wife is neces- 
sary, but because her heir has an interest which is protected 

the coverture, unless she acknowledge the deed. 
Therefore, the husband’s concurrence and the wife's acknow- 
ledgment are not coincident or substitutive acts; but may 
be used for wholly different pu . If the husband took 
the whole interest, would the wife's acknowledgment of s deed 





conveying it divest the husband's estate? If he have only a 
partial interest, the principle is equally applicable. 

It has been, I believe, a disputed question, whether an 
executrix should acknowledge her deed conveying real 
estate. But, in the case put by Mr. Chadwick, the trust for 
her separate use and her power suffice to give her complete 
control, while she is also executrix, and apart from her husband 
by consent, 

I see no difficulty in the way of a conveyance to E, S. and 
her heir, to uses similar to those in the will mentioned in the 
query. M.N. 





I regret not having observed Mr. Chadwick's query until a 
day or two since. I conceive it should be answered in this way, 

A purchaser might, in strictness, require a grant by the feme 
as auxiliary to the exercise of the power to guard against the 
risk of the latter being destroyed. Such a requisition, how- 
ever, in a case like the present, would appear to proceed ex 
abundanti cantelé rather than ex necessitate. Ifa grant were 
employed it would be inoperative against the heir of the feme, 
unless it were duly acknowledged, inasmuch as the limitation 
“to the use of the said EF. S., her heirs and assigns, as if she 
were sole and unmarried,” would not confer upon her any 
power of disposition beyond that possessed by a married woman 
under the general law. 

A vendor, who had contracted with a feme covert, with 
knowledge of her coverture, could not, I apprehend, refuse to 
convey to such uses as she might direct. In a case in my own 
practice in which a married woman has, during the life of her 
husband, made three or four purchases of real estates out of her 
separate property, asentirely distinct and independent trans- 
actions, the solicitors of the several vendors: have not raised 
any objection to the conveyances (which have been to a trustee 
to such uses as the married woman should by deed or will ap- 
point: an', in default, to use of the trustee in trust during the 
life of the married woman for her separate use, with remainder 
to two of her sons in fee); neither have they required the 
joinder or concurrence of the husband, Lector. 





WHAT WE MAY DO WITII OUR OWN. 

The inquiries regarding “What we may do with our own” 
(ante, 919), recal to my recollection the questions proposed by 
Cicero, in his treatise “De Oratore,” one of which subtleties 
was, whether a person who built a house which obscured a 
portion of the horizon previously enjoyed in a view from a 
neighbour’s window, was liable to an action, as having so far 
deprived the neighbour of what he had acquired a prescriptive 
right of user? This is the case with all newly-built houses, 
except in the back settlements of America, or in our antipo- 
dean colonies. But if a suit were brought for such an injury, 
(and the law as regards the obscuration of lights is the same 
with us as prevailed at Rome,) society would prescribe to its 
members a mutual balance of set-offs, or call upon the Legis- 
lature for a retrospective enactment upon the point. The 
question of the illegality of trusts for the separate use of in- 
fant femes coverts, appears to be of a similar character with 
the query of Cicero. If the maxim, communis error facit jus 
be sound, then conveyancers need not be alarmed upon this 
matter, 2s many settlements are made in the cases of female 
infants. I cannot see, however, that general rules of public 
policy are infringed upon by this class of provisions, The 
law does not invalidate the acts of infants; such acts are void- 
able, and may be confirmed, but are not void.: A fortiori, acts 
done in behalf of infants are not void or illegal. An infant 
may be a legal donee of a gift, or of a power; he may alsobe 
an agent. Minority constitutes a disability-only as to disposi- 
tions of the infant's own property, not of his or her getting, or 
giving away, as agent, the property of another. The law 
regards infants favourably. But the law covld not be con- 
sidered favourable to infants if it did not permit them to do 
anything for themselves, nor that others should do anything 
for them. I, therefore, entirely concur with the practical faci- 
lity of B. in overlooking the supposed latent pit-falls of the 
common law, 

“ What are we to do with our own,” was determined by the 
Justinian, or still older maxim, to be found in that store-house 
of legal reason, the common law. Sic utere tuo, ut alienum non 
ladas, is the guiding maxim of legal life. Now, I would ask 
A. what injury is done to one’s neighbour, or socicty, by be- 
friending an infant? If the law allows voluntcers of any Th 
why not, d fortiori, admit infants her especial protegées ? 
Roman law, indced, regarded prodigality as a crime; but as we 
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have more liberty in this respect, I see no objection, but rather 
alegal ground of preference, in the selection of infants as the 
Objects of our favours. Even if the law were different as to 
infant agents and donees of powers, yet the parties to a settle- 
ment could waive the law in this respect, unless the settlement 
contemplated an infringement upon some of the more funda- 
mental principles, the non tangenda non movenda of our consti- 
tutional law. Salus populi suprema lex is no doubt the para- 
mount rule; but unless when the state of society is endangered, 
another maxim may be applied—viz., Modus et conventio vincunt 
legem—estoppel being the means by which the general law is 
pro tanto waived. ‘The parties to the settlement referred to by 
A. are estopped from disputing the right of the infant to re- 
ceive the annual proceeds of the trust fund, which she 
receives, neither as the agent nor the volunteer of the 
husband, but as a purchaser under the settlement. Is 
the infant then bound by a purchase made for her? 
Certainly not; she may refuse to receive the money, if she 
choose—but that is a different matter from the legal bearing of 
the settlement. The infant could, also, bequeath her savings 
of the trust fund, if power was so given her by the settlement. 
If £1,000 be bequeathed to an infant, with power to the 
executors fo pay it during the infancy of the legatee, the 
executors may safely pay it. The next case disputed by A. 
as to the right of the residuary legatee to claim the.amount of 
avoid bequest supposes, but only on the same grounds as the 
ease of the settlement, that a bequest to infants, as such, is 
void. As the receipts of trustees for sale may be 
made conclusive discharges to the purchaser, contrary 
to the general obligation which the law, and its doctrine of 
implied notice, impose upon him, so also a testator may pro 
tanto render the receipts of his infant legatees valid discharges 
to the executor, or even dispense with receipts altogether. 
The shopman and railway agents next referred to by our legal 
friends are not precluded by their infancy from acting as agents 
with power to bind their principals. I must, therefore, express 
my entire concurrence with B., and differ from C. in his sup- 
position that a discharge is necessary in all cases froma person 
sui juris; inasmuch as it may be altogether dispensed with, or 
directed by a testator, settler, or principal, to be, as to the 
particular occasion, valid. 


APPORTIONMENT OF RENTS. 

“A Young Beginner” will find in Woodfall’s “ Landlord and 
Tenant,” p. 322, ed. 1831, that the tenant is liable to the 
assignee of a part of the reversion for a proportionate and ap- 
portionable part of the rent. But that apportionment must be 
made by a jury, who will be directed to do so in an action 
brought by the assignee. It does not appear that the assignee 
can distrain for an unapportioned sum. But when he brings 
his action, he will recover an apportionable amount, different, 
perhaps, from that agreed upon between him and the original 
landlord. ‘A Young Beginner” may here ask, if the landlord 
sold the reversion to 20 or 1000 persons, would the lessee be 
liable to as many different demands? ‘The answer must be in 
the affirmative, after a jury has apportioned the respective 
amounts of the assignees. This change of position of the 
tenant without his own consent is owing to the feudal nature 
of tenures, His duty to his landlord originated in the privity 
of estate between the latter and himself; into whosoever hands, 
therefore, that estate passes, it bears along with it those privi- 
leges and incidents, and contains them proportionately in all 
its parts. Rights which originate in « privity of contract, 
cannot have thei equities altered, but by the voluntary act of 
the party sought to be affected; not so in matters of tenure, 
and between landlord and tenant, vide 5 B. & Ald, 876, 

I. 


= ———— 


The Provinces. 


Atwwick.—A gross fraud was committed a few days since 
upon Mr, Woodman, the solicitor of Morpeth, by a beershop 
keeper of the name of George Dunn. It appears that « client 
of Mr. Woodman, of the same name as the prisoner, was stay- 
ing at the Blue Bell Inn at Belford. The prisoner also resided 
in the same town. In the latter part of September Mr. Wood- 
man despatched a letter to his client, stating that 2 sum of 
money due to him would be paid to the writer in a few days, 
The letter was delivered by the letter carrier hy mistake to the 
= nemend by whom it was opened. A day or two afterwards 

. Benjamin Woodman, « son of tho complainant, wrote from 


h, to “George Dunn, Esq., Belford,” informing him 





that he had received on the day of date the sum of £308 3s. due 
to him, and desiring to be instructed as to the way in which he 
should dispose of it. ‘“ He would have sent a cheque for the 
amount, but was not quite sure that he (Mr. Dunn) was to be 
found at Belford.” This letter also got into the hands of 
Dunn, the prisoner, who this time replicd to it. Having mis- 
givings respecting his ability to write the letter properly, 
he obtained the assistance of Mr. Moore, 2 schoolmaster, 
who wrote to Mr. B. Woodman a letter dated 26th Sep- 
tember, 1860, inditing it in the first person, to the 
effect that he (Mr. George Dunn) had received a_ letter 
from Mr. B. Woodman’s father yesterday, but could not 
make it all out; but having received one this morning, he 
might inform him (Mr. Woodman) that he could either senda 
cheque for the amount, or else he could bring it on the 3rd or 
4th of October, when his father would be coming to Belford. 
The letter was subscribed, “ Your obedient servant, George 
Dunn.” On receiving this on the 27th, Mr. Woodman des- 
patched a letter to “G. Dunn, Esq.,” inclosing a cheque for 
£308 3s., which was received on the following day by the 
prisoner at Belford, who presented it at Messrs. Lambton’s 
bank, in Newcastle, on the 29th, and received the full amount 
of cash. An answer to this last from Mr. Woodman was 
penned by Mrs. Dunn, and this letter on being received by 
Mr. Woodman, immediately had the effect of arousing his sus- 
picions. The writing, the penmanship, and the incorrect ortho- 
graphy, showed it to be written by an imperfectly educated 
person. It stated that her husband was from “ham” (home). 
She acknowledged the “recept” of a cheque for £308 3s,, 
which they had got cash for. The letter was signed “ Mrs. 
George Dunn.” To “Mr. Benjamin woodman.” Mr. Wood- 
man, after reading this epistle, communicated his suspicions to 
the county police, and by them it was ascertained that Dunn 
had disbursed sums amongst his creditors to the amount of 
about £290, the sum found in the house being £118. Mr. 
and Mrs. Dunn were then taken into custody, and brought 
before the magistrates at Alnwick, charged with obtaining 
money by false pretences. Having heard the evidence, the 
bench committed the prisoner for trial to the sessions. The 
wife, however, was discharged from custody. 


DartuoutH.—Mz. C. Seale Hayne, an influential resident 
of Dartmouth, has announced himself as a Liberal candidate. 
He formerly contested the borough, and lost the eleetion bye 
small number of votes. Having taken a great interest in the 
railway to the town, and in other local matters, he is well sup- 
ported. His uncle, Sir H. Seale, however, supports the Con- 
servative candidate, Mr. Hardy, and the hon. baronet possesses 
great influence in the borough. Sir H. Seale was once a Liberal, 
but he has for some time past supported the Conservative 
party. 

GATESHEAD.—In compliance with an order of the Secretary 
of State, Mr. Schorey, chief constable of the police force in 
Gateshead, has prepared a return in connection with the cri- 
minal position of that borough. The population at last census 
was 25,570. The police establishment numbered 26 men, 
whose total cost during the year, exclusive of the expense of 
the new lock-up, had been £2,091 15s, 4d. Persons appre- 
hended or proceeded against in the year ending 29th of Sep- 
tember, 1860—524 males, 170 females; total, 694. Depredators, 
offenders, and suspected at large within the district, in the 
month of September, 1860—49 males, 28 females; total, TT. 
Number of houses they frequent, 21. 

SaLFrorD.—<A young man of the name of Beahan, a clerk ia 
the employ of Messrs. Hulton & Brett, the solicitors, of Salferd, 
is in custody for embezzling various small amounts, aud ob- 
taining by means of a forged order the sum of £150, 


— " >—--- — 
Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


COUR IMPERIALE DE BORDEAUX, 
(From the Gazette des Tribunaux, Sth Octoder.—By WiLL 
Hacwxsrr, Esq.) 
PATERNAL AuTuHoRITY—CaRb OF CHILDREN--GRAND- 
PARENTS—POWER OF THR CoURTS. 

The Courts have no power to compel a father to leave his children 
at liberty to have constant and Aabitual intercourse with their 
gvand-parents. (Code Napoleon, 371, et seg.) 

In 1855 M, Boulinean married Malle. Elizabeth Sauvaget, 
who died in 1858, leaving two children sprung from this anien, 
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Boulineau had up to this time lived with his wife and children 
in the house of his father-in-law, M. Jacques Sauvaget, but on 
the death of his wife he ceased to live with him, and also took 
away his children. Having been called on to take his children 
at least twice a-week to visit their grand-parents, he refused. 
He was then summoned before the Civil Tribunal of Cognac to 
show cause why he should not obey the command of the grand- 
parents. On the 29th of November, 1859, a judgment was made 
which condenined Boulineau to take his children to the domi- 
cile of the grand-parents, in default of which they were autho- 
rised to send for them. Against this judgment Boulineau 
appealed. On his part it was urged, that the paternal authority 
was absolute to such a degree, that the interference of the 
Courts in the exercise of any control whatsoever was as illegal 
as it was contrary to the most sacred rights; that, in addition, 
he had offered to allow the complainants to see his children in 
his own house, 

The decree of the Court was as follows:— 

“ Considering, that by instituting the paternal authority the 
law only acts in conformity with nature, which has placed 
children under the protection of their parents. 

“ "Phat by the terms of article 373 of the Code Napoleon, the 
father alone is entitled to exercise this authority during 
marriage, and that he exercises it without control; that apart 
from any monstrous abuse unforeseen by the legislature, and 
which might necessitate the interference of the magistrate, he 
(the magistrate) cannot mix himself up with the relations of 
the father with his children; that it is only when discord has 
broken out between the spouses, when the children may suffer 
from the rebound of the passions which agitate their parents, 
that the judge is charged, by articles 267 and 302, which are 
applicable to cases of separation, to care for their interest by 
taking them, if there be occasion, from the custody of the father 
in order to entrust them either to the mother or to a third per- 
son; but that the restriction applied in that particular instance 
to the paternal authority is a consequence of the suit for a 
judicial separation (séparation de corps), and of tbe confusion 
which it exposes in the family relations, and is one of the ex- 
ceptions which confirm the rule. 

“ Considering, that the law, imitating nature, also establishes 
reciprocal rights and duties between grand-parents and their 
grandchildren ; that it delegates to the first, when the father and 
mother are dead or incapable of manifesting their will, some 
of the prerogatives of the paternal power (articles 150, 151, 
153, 154, and 173); but that it does not allow them, in the 
lifetime of the fathers and mothers, any authority over the 
children; not only may the latter marry without their consent, 
bat they need not even be consulted, not that it is not conven- 
tionally and even morally right so to do, but it leaves it all 
to natural feeling, and is unwilling, whatever position the 
grand-parents may occupy in the family, to divide the paternal 
authority in their favour, or to permit them to control its exer- 
cise, lest it may be weakened by division, and the door thus 
opened to disagreeable collisions; knowing that these relations 
are so delicate and so secret, that it is the wisest policy to leave 
them to themselves, and that they are likely to suffer less from 
the abstention of the judge than from his intervention. 

“ That, from the same motives, although it certainly is desir- 
able that the father, so far from opposing, should favour the 
relations which naturally exist between grand-parents and 
their grand-children, he remains the sole judge of the 
matter, and he cannot be compelled to act; that, in order that 
the grand-parents should have a right of action against him 
to compel him to favour their intercourse, it is necessary that 
this right of action should either have been expressly given 
to them by law, which it is not; or at least that it should be 
the consequence or exercise of a right of which they are pos- 
sessed; but that, as has been said, the children belong only to 
the father; in his lifetime, the grand-parents have no autho- 
rity, no right over their person; that they are only entitled, if 

are in want, to demand their maintenance; that indepen- 
dently of this legal obligation, the descendants are doubtless 
bound to act towards their grand-parents with deference and 
respect, but that these are purely natural duties which the 
law has not formed into civil duties, and to which it gives no 
sanction; that it even shuns any allusion to them, that it is 
content with saying, article 371, that the child should at 
all ages, pay honour and respect to its father and mother, 
and is silent to the other relations in the ascending line; that 


the father may, moreover, have good reasons for preventing all 
intercourse between his children and their grand-parents, either 
because he has occasion to fear lest they may imbibe eyil 
principles, or that their affections may be withdrawn from him, 
and themselves taught to forget the respect and obedience duc 





to their parents; that the father owes no account of his 
motives to any one; that he cannot be compelled to expose 
them before the tribunals, for they may be of such a nature 
that the honour of his family demands that he should keep 
them secret, and hide them from the publicity of a court of 
justice; that such cases are very rare, but that it is no less 
rare to sec a father capriciously, and against the interests of 
his children, forbid them all intercourse with their grand- 
parents; that the presumption ought to be in favour of the 
father, and that where there is a balance of inconveniences, 
the wisest course is to leave it to the feelings of paternal 
tenderness. 

“ That the interference of the tribunals would necessarily 
make the family dissensions still more bitter by making them 
public, without assuring the grand-parents an effectual and 
satisfactory result; for it would always depend on the father to 
elude the decision of justice by transporting his domicile 
elsewhere or by transferring his children to a place so distant 
as to render frequent intercourse impossible.” 

The Court, for these motives, allows the appeal. 


The Correctional Tribunal of Paris sometimes witnesses 
strange scenes. Lately, a woman of some forty years of age, 
of a theatrical appearance, was brought up on the charge of adul- 
tery. Her presumed accomplice was a man ef about the same 
age, with regular features, and the calm and severe look of an 
Arab, whom he also resembled in the dark hue of his eye and 
his flowing beard. The following dialogue took place:— 


The PresipENT.—Do you confess that you have had inti- 
mate relations with M. Lespalier (the accomplice) ? 


Madame Drury.—What do you mean by intimate relations? 


The PrestpENT.—In other words, has this man been your 
lover? 


Madame Drury.—Yes, if you mean the chosen of my heart; 
for there is a wide distinction to be made in the sentiments 
whose fire animates the soul which we have received from the 
divinity...... 

The Presrpent.—How long has this man been your lover? 


Madame Drury.—Since the new year. I had just left my 
husband after twenty years deception in a marriage still more 
disunited by ideas than from incompatibilities of character. In 
the renewing of the year I wished to renew the sentiments of 
my heart. 

The PresiDENT.—You and your accomplice have separate 
rooms, but on the day of the investigation the commissary of 
police found two perfectly marked places in your bed. 

Madame Drury.—M. Lespalier had not shared my couch 
that day. See how the most eminent minds may be deceived 
by appearances. The eye sees two places, and the mind im- 
mediately forms a conclusion, without reflecting that the bed 
might not have been made the day before—which, however, 
was the case. 


The Presipent.—At any rate, you confess your fault; and 
you, Lespalier? 

Lespalier (gravely).—I deny it totally. 

The PresmEentT.—You deny it! Have you not heard the 
confession of this woman? 

Lespalier.—Let her accuse me as much as she likes; still I 
have nothing to confess. Iam unfortunate enough to be her 
neighbour, but I declare I have had no intimacy with her, and 
have never even entered her chamber, 


The Presipent.—Why do you say it is a misfortune to be 
her neighbour? 

Lespalier.—I will not say she is mad, but she is certainly 
not possessed of common sense. She has only spoken to me on 
the staircase, but that was sufficient. She spoke of nothing 
but her heart, of Louis XV., of Robespierre, of Madame de 
Pompadour, and of a cot on a desert island. 

Madame Drury.—This man is not as noble as imagined. 


The Tribunal, in the face of such positive denial, and con- 
sidering that the report of the commissary of police had not 
established a case of flagrans delictum, dismissed the charge as 
against Lespalier, but condemned Madame Drury, on her own 
confession, to three months detentionein prison. Our readers, 
in perusing the above, will be reminded of a case similar in its 
features which came before our Divorce Court some two years 
since, and in which a nice point arose, as to whether a divorce 
could be granted on the simple confession of the adulterous 
wife, the co-respondent positively denying the truth of every- 
thing in the confession which implicated him. 
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Anibersity Entelligence. 


CamBRIDGE.—The Regius Professor of Laws will commence 
his lectures on Monday, October 22. 

Oxrorp.—The Chichele Professor of International Law and 
Diplomacy (Mr. Bernard) proposes to lecture during this term 
on Treaties (including Treaties of Peace), using Wheaton’s Ele- 
ments a6 a text-book, and on some other portions of Wheaton 


7s 
—_ 


Court Papers. 





Queen's Bench. 


Sirmneos AT N1s1 Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir ALEXANDER Epmunp Cocxsvurn, Bart., Lord Chief Justice of Her 
Majesty’s Court of Queen's Bench, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1860. 


IN TERM. 


London. 
ist Sitting.... Monday,...Nov. 12 
2nd Sitting...Monday....°,, 19 


Middlesex. 
Ist Sitting... .Monday.. «Nov. 5 
ond Sitting ..Wednesday ,, 14 
3rd Sitting . : Wednesday 
For undefended causes only. 


AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
GUNES s coccds ss sceks Nov. 27 | Tuesday ..+.....seeesess Dec, Il 
The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 
The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol- 
lowing each of such sitting days. 


Common Pleas, 

Sirrincs AT Nist Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir Wrut1AM Ere, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of Her Majesty’s Court of 
Common Pleas, at Westminster, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1860. 

IN TERM. 
Middlesex London. 

Neale’: adarecccctes is MO: 6 | Monday .......--+++ee00 NOv, 12 

Wednesdayseccesccceeses yy 14 Monday .cccccccscsccces 5) 19 


AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Tuesday ...cecssecceeeee NOV. 27 | Monday .ssssececcesecee Dec. 10 
The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock. 
The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol- 
lowing each of such sitting days. 


Exchequer of Pleas. 
Michaelmas Term, 1860. 
SITTINGS IN BANCO. 
Friday.... Nov. 2..Motions and Peremptory Paper. 
Saturday. ,, 3..Errors, Peremptory Papers, and Motions, 
Wednesday ,, 7..Special Paper. 
AY..+. y  9...Lord Mayor sworn. 
Saturday. ,, 10. Criminal Appeals. 
Monday .. ,, 12..Speciaf Paper. Sheriffs nominated. 
Wednesday ,, 14..Special Paper. 
Monday... ,, 19..Special Paper. 
Wednesday ,, 21..Special Paper. 
ERRORS AND APPEALS. 
For JuDGMENT. 
} Field v. Lelean. 
For ARGUMENT. 
The nr gag and Staffordshire Gas Light Company 


Error on Bill of 
Exceptions. 
v. Hipkins 


Error. 
Appeal. Clarke and Others (representatives of Dickenson, de- 
ceased) v. Wright. 
” Barkworth and Others, Assignees, &c., v. Ellerman. 
” Watts v. Shuttleworth. 
Error on Bill of ) The dvips Docks and Harbour Board v. Penhallow and 
Exceptions. 
Error, a v. Tootal. 


PEREMPTORY PAPER. 


To be called on the first day of the Term after the Motions, and to be 
proceeded with the next day, if necessary, before the motions. 

In the matter of a plaint instituted in the County Court of Monmouth- 
shire, holden at Monmouth, between Henry Gosling and John Endell, 
Plaintiffs, and Stephen Richards, Defendant. (For a writ of Prohibition), 


SPECIAL PAPER, 
For JUDGMENT. 
Dick v. Tolhausen. 


Morant v, Chamberlin. 
Morant v, Chamberlin. 
For ARcuMENT. 
Brewer v. Dimmack and Another, Standing for arrange- 
ment, 
The London and North Western Railway Company v. 
The Great Mog Railway Company. Standing for 
The Anglo-Cal Californian Gold Poy Company v. Lewis, 
ie 0- ona | ¥ 
To stand over till issues in et tres 





Dem. Fresart v. Lawrence, sued with Others. To stand over 
till issues in fact tried. 
Hazard v. Mare. 
Sp. Case b 


Order of Baron} The Grand Union Canal Company v. Ashby. 


Martin. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT. 
Croxon and Others v. Moss and Others. 
Plant and Another v. Taylor and Others. 
Same v. Same. 
Liverpool l. Robson v. Lees. 
Middlesex. Wheeler and Another v. Stevenson and Hagger. 
” MacCarthy v. Young. 
For ARGUMENT. 
Moved Michaelmas Term, 1859. 
Chappell v. Bray. 
Moved Easter Term, 1860. 


Chester. Legh ». Lillie. 
Liverpool. Lythgoe v. Vernon. 
” Seymour v. Greenwood. 


Srrrines aT Nist Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir Frepericx Pottock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of Her Majesty’sCourt 
of Exchequer, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1860. 


IN TERM. 


London. 
Ist Sitting....Monday....Nov. 12 
2nd Sitting ..Monday.... » 19 


Middlesex. 
Chester. 


Cornwall. 


Middlesex. 
Ist Sitting....Monday....Nov. 5 
2nd Sitting ..Wednesday ,, 14 
3rd Sitting ..Wednesday ,, 2! 


AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Tuesday. .cccccsseeseess NOV. 27 | Monday....s..-ccevcceses Dec, 10 

The Court will sit in and after term at 10 o'clock. 

The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Prius, in Term, by adjournment 
from day to day until the causes entered for the respective Middlesex 
sittings are disposed of. 

—_—_>—_——_ 


English Munds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 


1) | 
| |Rarzwars —Continued- 
| Shrs. 
| Stoc! k' London and Blackwall. 
Pl Lon.Brighton& S.Coast 
25 |Lon. Chatham & Dover 
I stock! | Londonand N.-Wstrn.. 
|| 125 | Ditto Sy a woes 
|Stock London & S. 
Stock| Man. Shel. Linco | 
pres, | Midland cccccccccces 
|Stoek’! Ditto Birm. & Derby 
{Stock | Norfolk......seseeees 
| Stock! North British ........ 
' Stock | North-Eastn. (Brwck.) 
Stock! Ditto Leeds ...... 
4 dis. | Stock} Ditto York ...... 
1 dis. |! Stock! North London........ 
Exch. Bills (£1000)...|3prem)| stock Oxford, Worcester, & 
Ditto (£500)..../3prem! Wolverhampton .. 
Ditto (Small) ../3prem!} 99 “a eet 
|Stock/ Scottish Central..... 
‘mne _ N. E. Aberd 





ENGLISH FUNDS. 


Bank Stock ...s+0+. 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann. 
New 3 per Cent. Ann.. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. 
Consols foraccount .. 
Long Ann. (exp. Apr. 
BUOY. cocusancas 
India Debentures, 1858. 
Ditto 1859. 
IndiaStock ........+. 
India Loan Scrip. .... 
India 5 per Cent. 1859.. 
India Bonds (£1000) ..! 
Do. (under £1000).... | 
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een 
Stock! Do. Scots i id. Stk. 
‘Stock Shropshire Unlon ease 


Rattway Stock. 


Birk. Lan. & Ch. June. 
Bristol and Exeter.... 
Caledonian .....+++.. 
Cornwall ......ssee0 
East Anglian ........ 
Eastern Counties .... 25 [Stock ton & | 
Eastern Union A. Stock |stock, Vale of] Neath ...+e. 
Lin B. Stock .... 1 


Edinburgh & Glasgow. 
Edin. Perth, & Dundee 
Glasgow and South- 
Western .....eeees 
Great Northern ...... 
Ditto A, Stock.... 
Ditto B. Stock ....| 
Stock/Gt. Southn. & Westn./ 
(Treland) ......0++5) 


Lines at fixed Rentals, 


|Stock Buckinghamshire .... 
|Stock |Chester and salient. 

iStock} Ditto 5} per Cent... 
|Stock} Ditto 5 per Cent .. 
|Stock | East paras guar. 6 , 


113 
115 
117 
133 





per Cent ....s-s00 
114 |} 30 | Hull and Selby rrr 
74h Ht Stock|London and Greenwich’ 
o \) Stock Ditto Preference. . 
ee | Stock, Lon., Tilbury, Sthend .. 
k Shrewsbury & Herefil. 
rset .. 














—_———- 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
ee oe -On Oct. 14, at Spalding, Lincolnshire, the wife of C. F. Bonner, 
SMYTH—On Oct. 11, at Dublin, the wifeof M, Blood Smyth, Beqy Bars 
rister-at law, of 9 daughter, 
MARRIAGES. 
HAYES~MATHEWS—On Oct. 12, William, youngest aon of the late 
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Robert Hayes, Esq., merchant, of Dublin, to Susan, second daughter of 
Samuel Matthews, Solicitor. 

HENNIKER —WINWOOD—-On Oct. 17, Aldborough Henniker, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-law, eldest son of Aldborough Henniker, of Calcott, Somerset- 
shire, to Phebe Anne, widow of Thomas Henry Winwood, Esq., formerly 
Sheriff of the county of Cardigan. 

HEWETT—BOSWELL—On Oct. 16, James Hewett, Esq., of Posbrook, 
Hants, to Isabella, eldest daughter of the late John Boswell, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at law, county Westmeath, Ireland. 

NORWOOD—OTWAY—On Oct. 16, John Norwood, Esq., Barrister-at-law, 
Dublin, to Arabella, younger daughter of William Loftus Otway, Esq., 
formerly of her Majesty’s 12th Light Dragoons. 

WHEELEY—WRIGHT—On Oct. 16, Charles Saunders Wheeley, Esq., 
Barrister-at-law, Lincoln’s-inn, to Anna Charlotte, eldest daughter of 
the Rev. Henry Wright, Rector of Thuxton. 

WILLS—CHALLENER—On Oct. 9, Frederick Wills, Esq., Attorney, of 
Birmingham, to Miss M. T. Challener, daughter of Mr. Edward Challener, 

DEATHS. age 

BARNES—On Oct. 9, Ellen, eldest daughter of R. Barnes, Esq., Solicitor, 
Barnard Castle. ihe 

HARRIS—On Oct.. 6, of Liverpool, Frances, wife of J. P. Harris, Esq., 
Solicitor. 

RUSSELL—On Oct. 12, after a short illness, James Russell, Esq., Solicitor, 
York 


ork. 

STORY—On Oct. 9, at his residence, in Bedford-square, in the 47th year 
of his age, John Samuel Story, Esq., Solicitor, eldest surviving son of 
the late John Samuel Story, Esq., of St. Alban’s. 

TRINDER—On Oct. 11, George Edward, youngest son of the late W. H. 
Trinder, Esq., of 1, John-street, Bedford-row. 

WALSHE—On Oct. 15, Mrs. Anna Walshe, of 37, Queen Anne-strect, 
Cayendish-square, relict of the late William Walshe, Esq., Dublin, Bar- 
rister-at-law. 

—_-—_—>—- 


London Gasettes. 


@iindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
FRIDAY, Oct. 19, 1860. 
LIMITED IN BANKRUPTCY. 

Carpirr & CaenpniLty Incn Company (Limirep).—Petition to wind up, 
presented Oct. 18, will be heard before Commissioner Fonblanque, on 
Nov. 1, at Il. 

Lonpon & Boroucse Steam Wueet Company (Limirep).—Order to wind 
up by Commissioner Evans, Oct. 15. Same time Patrick Johnson, 20, 
Basinghall-street, appointed Official Liquidator. Creditors to prove their 
debts on Nov. 6, at 12.30. 

Patent Starcn Company (Limirep).—Petition to wind up, presented Oct. 
17, will be heard before Commissioner Fane, on Nov. 1, at 12. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
TrRevaLea State Company.—V.C. Wood will proceed, on Nov. 5, at 12; 
to settle the list of contributories. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 16, 1860. 

Awnprews, Lean, Spinster, 6, Shaw-crescent, Speen, Berks (who died on 
June 9, 1860). Whatley & Dryland, Solicitors, Reading, Berks. Nov. 30. 

BoLter, Frepertck Tuomas, late Major-General in the Coldstream 
Guards (who died on Junc 5, 1860). Robinson & Barlow, Solicitors, 26, 
Essex-street, Strand. Dec. 15. 

Burnett, Joseru Dopp, Timber Bender, 7, Upper Tottenham-place, Tot- 
tenham-court-road, Middlesex, and Wood-green, Tottenham, Middle- 
sex (who died on or about Sept. 12, 1860). Mason, Sturt, & Mason, 
Solicitors, 7, Gresham-street, London. Dec. 1. 

Erron, James, Gent., Mold, Flintshire, and of Chester, and also of Rhydy- 
cilguyn, near Ruthin, Denbighshire, and late of Flint (who died on or 
about Dec. 26, 1859). Jones, Solicitor, 3, Serjeant’s Inn, Temple, Lon- 
don. Dec. 1}. 

Games, Samvet, Gent., Ashley Vale-cottage, Montpelier, Bristol (who 
died on Ang. 29, 1859). J. & H. Livett, Solicitors, Albion-chambers, 
Small-street, Bristol. Dec. 1. 

Hammenstey, Frepenicx, Esq., Junior United Service Club, and 4, St. 
Alban’s-place, Haymarket, Middlesex, and late a Captain on half-pay in 
the Dragoon Guards (who died on July 17, 1860). Hopwood & Sons, 
Solicitors, 47, Chancery-lane, Middlesex. Dec. 15. 

Hixox, James Bristow, Gent., formerly of Charlotte-terrace, Brook- 
green, smith, Middlesex, and late of 19, Clarendon-road, Ken- 
sington, Middlesex (who died on Sept. 16, 1860). Fielder, Solicitor, 14, 
Godliman-street, Doctors’-commons, London. Dec. 30. 

Home, Jous Home, 11, Pall Mall, Middlesex, and Bassendean, Berwick, 
a Lieutenant-General in Her Majesty’s army, and Colonel of Her 
Majesty’s 56th Regiment of Foot (who died April 22, 1860). Benbow, 
on & Saltwell, Solicitors, 1, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s Inn, London. 





Noxwaw, Jonatnan, Farmer, Hemingford Abbots, Huntingdon (who died 
on July 16, 1860). Margetts, Solicitor, Huntingdon. Nov. 30. 

Paice, Wituam, Grocer & Draper, Woodlesford, Leeds (who died on or 
about Dec. 20, 185%). Turner, Solicitor, Rothwell, Leeds. Dec. 1. 

Quick, Atrnep, Bookkeeper, 67, Mount Pleasant, Liverpool (who died on 
ag big 1866). Tonlmin, Solicitor, 57, Roscoe-street, Liverpool. 

Faiway, Oct. 19, 1860. 

Bass, Taomas Daxenr, Gent., Dover, Kent (who died on March 21, 1860). 
Stilwell, Solicitor, 68, St. James’-street, Dover. Jan. 1. 

Brrrsox, Cuantes Bripors, Timber broker, New City-chambers, Bishops- 
gate-street, London, and 4, Claremont-place, Loughborough-road, brix- 
ton, Surrey; E..D. Warrington & Co.; (who died on or about July 9, 
1869). Hoppe & Boyle, Solicitors, 3, Sun-court. Nov. 30. 

Cave, Josrrn, Esq., formerly British Consul at Panama, South America, 
and late of Tunbridge Wells, Kent (who dicd on Aug. 24). Young 
we Vallings, Solicitors, 2, St. Mildred’s-court, Poultry, London 

Commns, Thoms, Fishmonger, Southampton (who died on Sept. 20, 1860). 
Coxwell & Bassett, Solicitors, Southany ton. Nov. 30. sabes ? 

Quicn, Atraep, Bookkeeper, 76, Mount Pleasant, Liverpcol (who died on 
Spt i, 1860). Toulmin, Solicitor, 57, Koscos-strest, Liverpool. 





Smiru, ExizabetTa, Widow, 2, Danvie-street, Liverpool (who died op 
April 25, 1859). Smallridge, Executor, !, College-green, Gloucester, 
Nov. 20. 

TREASURE, SAMUEL, Builder, Bath (who died on June 16, 1860). Gin, 
Executor, 3, Mill’s-buildings, Bath. "* A 

Wisnatt, Mancery Yapp, Widow, Burton, Linton, Herefordshire (who 
died on June 2, 1860). Stallard, Executor, Brockhampton, Hereford. 
shire. Dec. 2. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 16, 1860. 

Cove, Cuartes, Brick and Tile Maker, Hornchurch, Essex. Sept. 19, 
Trustees, E. M. Daldy, Coal Merchant, Brentwood, Essex, and P, E£, 
Bearblock, Esq., Hornchurch. Sol, Girdlestone, 18, New-street, Spring. 
gardens, Middlesex. 

Fisuer, Epwanp Fower, Chemist and Druggist, Louth, Lincolnshire. Oct, 
10. Zrustees, J. Hurst, Chemist & Druggist, Louth; E. Brotherton, 
Draper, Louth. Sols. Ingoldby & Bell, Louth. 

Frost, Martin AtrReD, Hosier & Shirt Maker, 307, Oxford-street, Middle- 
sex. Oct. 9. Zrustecs, G. Gladman, Warehouseman, Wood-street ; 
W. Nevill, Warehouseman, Gresham-street West, London. Sols. Mason 
Sturt, & Mason, 7, Gresham-street, London. 

Howtetr, Henry Watkinson; Farmer, Little Tey, Essex. Oct. 6, 
Trustec, T. P. Brett, Farmer & Nurseryman, Inworth, Essex. Sols, 
Stevens & Beaumont, Great Coggeshall. 

Patmer, Jonn Corben, Stationer & Printer, Winterton, Lincolnshire, 
Oct. 2. Trustees, L. M. Bennett, Surgeon, Winterton; H. Naylor, 
Draper & Grocer, Winterton. Sol. Liversidge, Winterton. 

ROBINSON, GEORGE WILKiNsoN, Grocer & General Provision Dealer, Old 
Shildon, Durham. Sept. 26. Zrustee, J. Robson, Farmer, Heighington, 
Durham. Sol. Browning, George chambers, Pilgrim-street, Newcastles 
upon-Tyne. 


’ 


Fray, Oct. 19, 1860. 

Bartie, Wit11AM, Clock & Watchmaker, Kirton-in-Lindsey, Lincolnshire, 
Oct. 10. Trustees, C. Garbutt, Tailor & Draper. Kirton-in-Lindsey; 
J.B. Allen, Banker's Agent, Brigg, Lineolnshire. Sol. Holgate, Kirton. 
in-Lindsey. 

Fuiter, Joun, Grocer, 1, Graham-street, City-road, Middlesex. Sept. 28, 
Trustees. C. J. Gold, Wholesale Grocer, 4 & 5, Shoreditch, Middlesex ; 
J. H. K. Baerselman, Wholesale Provision Merchant, 10, Philpot-lane, 
London. Sols. Venning, Naylor, & Robins, 9, Tokenhouse-yard, Loth- 
bury, London, 

Hoitand, Georce, & Joun Contre, Tailors & Drapers, Manchester (Hol- 
land & Codie), Oct. 11. Zirustees, W. Prince & T. Wharram, Merchants, 
Manchester. Sols. Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & Seddon, 29, Booth: 
street, Manchester. 

Nosre, Jony, Rope & Twine Manufacturer, Carlisle. Oct. 15. Trustees, 
T. Yeoman, Commercial Traveller, Liverpool; W. Johnson, Cotton 
Spinner, Dalston, near Carlisle, SoZ, Donald, 52, Castle-street, Carlisle. 

Ricg, Joan, Builder, Burton-upon-Trent, Staffordshire. Oct. 3. Trius 
tees, 8. Simnett, Brickmaker, Stapenhill, Derbyshire. Sol. Goodger, 
Burton-upon-Trent. 

Srru, Isaac, Miller, Ayford-mill, Marshfield, Gloucestershlre. Sep. 27, 

Sol. Bartrum, 6, Northumber- 


Trustee, F. Grigg, Corn Dealer, Bristol. 
land-buildings, Bath. 

SrerHens, Roperr Epwarp, Tanner & Currier, Machynlleth, Montgo- 
meryshire. Oct.3. TZrustees, R. Davies, Farmer, Cyftie, Trefeglwys, 
and J. Lloyd, Flannel Manufacturer, Machynlleth. Sol. Woosnam, 
New-town, Montgomeryshire, 

STICKELLs, Davip AmBrosk, Grocer & Draper, New Romney, Kent. Oct. 
10. Trustees, E. Hicks, Wholesale Grocer, Rye, Sussex, and J. Stickells, 
Grocer, Ashford, Kent. Sol. Butler, Rye. 

Woopianp, Wittiam, Tinman & Brazier, Bridgewater, Somersetshire. 
Oct. 16. Trustees, A. Thompson, Ironmonger, and E, Lilly, Auctioneer 
& Estate Agent, Bridgwater. Sol. Lovibond, Bridgewater, 


Bankrupts. 
TuESDAY, Oct, 16, 1860. 

Apans, Frank, Lighterman, Chancellor’s Wharf, Hammersmith, Middle- 
sex. Com. Fonblanque: Oct. 31, at 2.30; and Nov. 28, at 1; Basing- 
hall-street. Of. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer, 14, 
Old Jewry-chambers, London. Pet. Oct. 15. 

Cox, WittiaM Joun, Grocer, 44, Fetter-lane, London, 
Oct. 31, at 2; and Nov. 28, at 12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Stans- 
aaa Walter & Moojen, 8, Southampton-street, Bl bury. Pet. 
Oct, 8, 

LamBtey, Eanext, Tailor, 10, Charles-street, Soho-square, Middlesex 
(Lambley & Son). Com. Evans: Oct. 25, at 1; and Nov. 29, at bbj 
Fg, a ena Of. Ass. Johnson, Sol. King, 25, College-hill. 

et. Oct. 15. 

Lawrance, Warrer, Cow Keeper and late Flour Merchant, Budock, 
Cornwall, Com. Andrews: Nov. 7, at 11; ard Noy. 28, at 1; Exeter. 
Off. Ass. Wirtzel. Sols. Moorman, Falmouth; or Turner & Hirtzel, 
Exeter. Pet. Oct. 2. 

Martin, Roper’ Epwarp, Surgeon & Apothecary, East-street, Brighton. 
Com. Fane: Oct. 26, at 1.80; and Nov, 30, at 1; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol, Stopher, 36, Colemuan-street. Pet. Oct, 13. 

Matuews, Josern, Innkeeper & Brewer, Holywell, Flintshire. Com. 
Perry: Oct. 26, and Nov. 16, at 12; Liverpool, Of’. Ass. Turner. 
Sols. Jones & Paterson, Liverpool. Pet, Oct. 11. 

Morean, Epcar, Confectioner & Biscnit Baker, 71, St, Giles-street, St. 
Mary Magdalene, Oxford. Com. Fane: Oct. 26, at 11.30; and Nov. 30, 
at 12; Basinghall-street. Og’. Ass. Cannan, Sols. Parker, Rooke, & 
Varker, 17, Bedford-row; or Dudley, Oxford, Pet. Oct, 15. 

Moses, Moses, Merchant & Commission Agent, 17, Devonshire-square, 
London. Com. Fonblanque: Oct. 31, at 12.30; and Noy. 28, at 2; 
Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Graham. Sol. Snell, 15, St. Swithin’s-lane, 
London. Jet, Oct. 15. 

RownornaM, Joun, & JAMes Suaw, Picture Dealers & Booksellers, Man- 
chester (John Rowbotham), the said James Shaw also carrying on busi- 
ness on his separate account in Tomlinsd®-street, Halme, Manchester, 
as & Painter & Paper Hanger. Oct. 31, and Nov. 21, at 12; Manchester. 
Off. Ass, Uernaman. Sol. Laker, Manchester. et. Oct. 10. 

Sitvesten, ALYaup, Photographic Artist, 8, New Dorset-place, Clapham- 
road, Surrey. Com. Evans: Oct. 25, at 1; and Noy. 29, at 2, Busing- 
— Of. Ass. Jovnson, Sol, Aubin, 38, Moorgate-street. Pet 

t, 12. 
Tuawer, Joun, Grocer, Halifax. Com, West: Oct. 26, and Nov. 16, at ll; 


Com. Fonblanque t 








941 





Ocr. 20,1860. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





=— 
Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Adam & Emmet, Halifax ; or Simp- 
son, Leeds, Pet. Oct. 12. 4 
Fripay, Oct. 19, 1860. 

BarnuaM, WatTeR, Grocer & Tea Dealer, Hounslow, Middlesex. Com. 
Evans: Oct. 30, at 11; and Nov. 30, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. Off. 
‘Ass. Bell. Sol. Brutton, 27, Basinghall-street. Pet. Oct. 17. 

BotToN, MANWARING Witson, Commission Agent, 19, London-street, 
Fenchurch-street, London; and 43, Waterloo-road, Surrey. Com. 
Goulburn: Oct. 31, at 12.30; and Dec. 3, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. 
Of. Ass. Pennell. Sols. Harrison & Lewis, 6, Old Jewry, London. 
Pet. Oct. 18. 

Dovie, Peter, Sail Maker, 74, Wapping-wall, Middlesex. Com. Goul- 
purn: Nov. 1, and Dec. 3, at 1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Pennell. 
Sol. Gregson, 8, Angel-court, Throgmorton-street, London. Pet. 
Oet. 16. 

Dwettey, CHartes, Wheelwright, 63, Clarendon-terrace, Bow-road, 
Middlesex. Com. Evans: Oct. 27, and Nov. 30, at 11 ; Basinghall- 
street. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Wood, 4, Coleman-street- buildings, 
Moorgate-street. Pet. Oct. 16. 

Guyarp, Wittiam, & SamMvueL Brown, Machine Wool Combers, & Wool 
Staplers, Bradford, Yorkshire. Com. West: Noy. 2, and 30, at 11; 
Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Wood, Bradford, or Cariss & Cudworth, 
Leeds. Pet. Oct. 11. 

Harris, Witt1aM Henry, Mantle Manufacturer, 4, Sidney-place, Com- 
mercial-road, Middlesex. Com. Fane: Nov. 1, at 11; and Novy. 30, at 
1.30; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Lawrence, Smith, 
& Fawdon, 12, Bread-street, Cheapside. Pet. Oct. 18. 

Hows, EpwarD, Manufacturing Chemist, Saint Paul’s-road, Bow Com- 
mon, Middlesex. Com. Fane: Noy. 1, at 1.30; and Nov. 30, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Lepard & Gammon. 9, 
Cloak-lane, London, Pet. Oct. 18. 

Lippett, Joun, Butcher, Dyke Nook, and Berry Edge, Durham. Com. 
Ellison: Oct. 26, at 1, and Nov. 28, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Of. Ass. Baker. Sol. Hoyle, 102, Leadenhall-street, London, or Joel, 
16, Grey-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Oct. 16. 

Myorr, Tuomas, Grocer, Oxford-street, and Stretford New-road, Manches- 
ter. Com. Jemmett: Nov. 8, and 29, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. 
Pott. Sol. Sutton, Marsden-street, Manchester, Pet. Oct. 19. 

Rocers, Jacos, Builder, & Brick and Tile Maker, Shrewley, Hatton, 
Warwickshire. Com. Sanders: Oct. 31, and Nov. 26, at 11; Birming- 
ham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Lane, Stratford, or Hodgson & 
Allen, Waterloc-street, Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 17. 

STEPHENSON, JAMES JOsIAn (known as James Stephenson), Cabinet Maker 
& Upholsterer, 36, Crawford-street, Bryanstone-square, Saint Maryle- 
bone, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: Nov. 1, at 12.30, and same month 
28; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Treherne, 17, Gres- 
ham-street, London. Pet, Oct. 17. 

Tuompson, Joun, Currier, Barnard Castle, Durham. Com. Ellison: Oct. 
26, at 11.30, and Nov. 38, at 1 ; Newcastle-npon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. 
Sols. Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds, or Griffith & Crighton, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, Pet. Sep. 24. 

Warr, Ropert, JAMES Waite, & Witt1amM Waite, Lace Manufacturers, 

ottingham (White Brothers). Com. Sanders : Nov. 6, and Dec. 4, at 
Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. Preston, Nottingham, 


N 
11,30.; Nottingham. 
or Wilkinson, Stevens, & Wilkinson, Nicholas-street, Lombard-street, 


London, Pet. Sep. 22. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANULLED. 
Fripay, Oct. 19, 1860. 
Mutter, Marks Leorotp, Watch Manufacturer & Dealer in Jewellery, 
9, Aldermanbury Postern, London. Oct. 16. 
SHanman, Isaac, Spalding, Lincolnshire. Oct. 17. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TugsDay, Oct. 16, 1860. 
Auten, Georcr, Grocer & Draper, Bardney, Lincolnshire. Noy. 14, at 
12; Kiagston-upon-Hull.—Avusten, Joun, Leather Seller, 21, Pierre- 
t-row, Islington, Middlesex. Noy. 8, at 2.30; Basinghall-street.— 
HATWIN, JosEPH, Gas Fitting Manufacturer, Birmingham. Nov. 8, at 
lL; Birmingham.—Coorer, Witt1aM, Builder, Cheriton, near Alres- 
ford, Southampton. Nov. 5, at 2.30; Basinghall-street.—Eyixs, Joan 
Freperic, Printer, Publisher, & Stationer, 77, North-street, Brighton. 
Nov. 8, at 1; Basinghall-street.—GaLatTi1, STEPHEN CONSTANTINE, 
Insurance Broker, Under writer, & Commission Agent, Liverpool. Nov. 
7,at 11; Liverpool.—Hunrst, Joun ARNOLD, Mantle Maaufacturer, 1, 
Ludgate-street, London. Nov. 8, at 1; Basinghall-street.—Seaton, 
Grorce, Currier, Kingston-upon-Hull (John Martin Seaton & Son.) 
Noy. 14, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull.— Watts, James Henny, & Joskrn 
Warts, Ironmongers, Plumbers, Painters, & Glaziers, 7, Richard-street, 
Woolwich, Kent. Nov. 7, at 11.30; Basinghall-street.—Wuitsury, 
ED Francis, Brewer, Enfield, Middlesex, Nov. 8, at 12; Basing- 


hall-street. 
Fripay, Oct. 19, 1860. 

Auten, Cuartes, Grocer, Risca, Monmouthshire. Noy. 15, at 11; Bris- 
tol.—ANpREws, Henry Quincey, American Drug Merchant, 373, Strand, 
Middlesex (Pomeroy, Andrews & Co.) Nov. 13, at 11; Basinghall- 
street.—Bootu, JosepH BALMForTH, Draper, Elland, Yorkshire. Novy. 
13, at 11; Leeds.—Bounp, WiLt1aM, sen., Farmer, Corn, Seed, & Coal 
Merchant, Thames-street, Poole, and Corfe Mullen. Noy. 9,at!, Ba- 
singhall-street.—CLayton, Braumont, Stone Merchant, Ketton, Rut- 
landshire, Novy, 13, at 12.30; Basinghall-street.—Dawson, CHARLES, 
Dealer in China & Earthenware, Wisbeach St, Peter, Cambridgeshire. 
Nov, 8, at 12.30; Basinghall-strect.—EastuaM, JAmEs, & Josern 
Etuiorr Lawiepes, Calico Printers, 3, Little Carter-lane, London, and 
Phipps-bridge, Mitcham, Surrey, Nov. 9, at 1.30; Basinghall-street.— 
Gausy, Joun, Newspaper Proprietor & Letterpress Printer, Birkenhead, 
Chester, Noy. 12, at 11; Liverpool. — Gurstr, Epwin, Tronmonger, 
258, Blackfriars-road, Surrey. Nov. 1, at 11.30; Basinghall-street.— 
Haut, Jamzs, Builder, Walton-street, Oxford. Oct. 31, at 12; Basing- 
hall-street.—Hane, Patrick, Tallow Chandler, Liverpool. Nov. 12, at 
11; Liverpool—Harrgr, Tuomas Henny, Confectioner & Tobacconist, 
Abingdon, Berkshire. Nov. 9, at 12.80; Basinghall-street,—Hespwy, 
Wittiam, Leeds, AntuuR OATES Henptn, Parliament-street. Westmins- 
ter, Middlesex, and Joun Browne, sen., Leeds, Merchants, Nov. 9, at 

Ny .— Hints, Witttam, Draper, Sandgate, Keng. Nov. 9, at 

11.30 ; hall-street. — Hooper, & Woopwarp, & Hsnrr 

Parkinson, Leather Factors & Leather Merchants, Seething-lane, Lon- 

don (H & Parkinson). Noy. 10, at 11; hall - street. — 

Huonts, onN, & Tuomas Dyng Sreet, Engineers & Boiler Makers, 





Newport (Usk Side Iron Company). Nov. 15, at 11: Bristol.—Huenzs, 
Wr114m, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Leicester. Nov. 22, at 11; Not- 
tingham.—James, Davip Witt1aM, Coal Merchant & Coke Manufac- 
turer, Llwyncelyn Colliery, Llanwonno, Glamorganshire, Nov. 15, at 
11; Bristol. — Lararp, Henry Wiuttiam, Jeweller & Watchmaker, 
Hull. Nov. 7, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull.—Levy, Lewis, Merchant, 
formerly of Savannah, United States of America, and late of Gravel-lane, 
London. Nov. 13,at12; Basinghall-street.—Mitzs, Tuomas, & RosEar 
Mixes, Grocers & Tea Dealers, Derby. Nov. 22, at 11; - 
Moore, Jonny, Cloth Manufactnrer, Pudsey (and not Sudsey, as adver- 
tised in last Friday’s Gazette), Yorkshire. Nov. 2, at 11; Leeds.—Mor- 
Row, Ropert, JoHN Morrow, & Crarkson Garsutt, Merchants & 
Commission Agents, Liverpool. Nov. 12, at 11; Liverpool.—Pzary, 
FREDERICK CHARLEs, Ironmaster, Roughwood Coiliery and Furnaces, 
and of Ryecroft Colliery, both near Walsall, and of Hallfields Furnace, 
near Bilston, Staffordshire, and of Stockport. Nov. 12, at 11; - 
ham.—PrnxgEss, Exisan, Oil & Colourman, Liverpool. Nov. 29, at 11; 
Liverpool.—Swirt, DanrkgL, Butcher, Deeping St. James, Lincolnshire. 
Nov. 22, at 11; Nottingham.—Wmpowson, Davin, Lace Manufacturer, 
Nottingham. Nov. 22, at1l1; Nottingham.—Wuvter, Gustave, Ware- 
houseman, Milk-street, London, Nov. 9, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TUESDAY, Oct. 16, 1860. 

BaYLey, WILLIAM, jun., & RichaARD BowpEN Newsom, Gold Beaters, 79, 
White Lion-street, Pentonville, Middlesex, and of Branch- 
wharf, Hoxton, Wood Cutters. Nov. 6, at 2; Basinghall-street.—Buxz- 
son, Henry, Builder, Bushey Heath, Hertfordshire. Nov. 8, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-street.—BrLL, ALEXANDER DALRYMPLE, & Emo, BRASSERT, 
Silk Fringe & Trimming Manufacturers, & Importers, 7, Goldsmith- 
street, London. Nov. 8, at tt; Basinghall-street.—Coox, WmLLiaM, 
Coach Builder & Harness Maker, 9, King-street, Regent-street, Middle- 
sex (Cook, Rowley, & Co.) Nov. 8, at 11; Basinghall-street.—Cross, 
Cuarces, Silk Warehouseman & Agent, 19, Gutter-lane, . Nov. 
7, at 12,30; Basinghall-street.—Hastucx, GeorcE, Ironmonger & Toy 
Dealer, Tetbury, Gloucestershire. Nov. 12, at 11; Bristol.—Hotpica, 
Tuomas Law, Ironmonger & Seedsman, Hinckley, Leicestershire. Nov. 
16, at 11; Birmingham.—Huenes, Joun, Woollen Warehouseman & 
Commission Agent, 30, Basinghall-street, London, and 2, Gresham-ter- 
race, Queen’s-road, Dalston, Middlesex. Nov. 7, at 1; Basinghall- 
street.—JosBins, Epuraim, Currier & Leather Seller, 65, Northgate- 
street, Gloucester. Nov. 12, at 11; Bristol.—Jones, Witt1am, Tailor, 
Hosier, Hatter, & Outfitter, Aldershot, Hants. Nov. 6, at 12.30; Ba- 
singhall-street.—LavaTeR, Manuet Leorpotp Jonas, India Rubbe: 
Manufacturer, 416, Strand, Middlesex. Nov. 6, at 2.30; Basingha:.- 
street.—Puitiirs, WILLIAM, jun., Pork Butcher, Birmingham. Nor. 
16, at 11; Birmingham.—Segason, James, Cabinet Maker & Furniture 
Broker, Leeds. Noy. 19, at 11; Leeds. 

Fripay, Oct. 19, 1860. 

BRASSINGTON, FREDERICK TaYyLor, Boot & Shoe Maker, Burslem, 
Staffordshire. Nov. 12, at 11; Birmingham.— > 
Importer of Foreign Glass, & Merchant, 46, Skinner-street, Snow-hill, 
London. Nov. 10, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Corrom, Jonn, Boot & 
Shoe Maker, Smethwick, Staffordshire. Nov. 14, at 11; Birmingham. 
—Cuckow, GeorcEe, Grocer, Woodbridge, Suffolk. Nov. 12, at 1; 
Basinghall-street. Durrant, Rosert, & Grorce Brock, 
Chandlers & Soap Manufacturers, Saint Michael Coslany, Norwich. 
Nov. 9, at 11.30; Basinghall-street.—Foot, Henry, Silk Manufacturer, 
Fort-street, Spitalfields, Middlesex; and Sudbury, Suffolk. Nov. 
12, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Gareea, Gores, Currier & Leather 
Seller, Sheffield ; and Wath-upon-Dearne. Noy. 10, at 10; Sheffield. 
—HEeEatp, Joun, sen., & Joan Heap, jun., Shoe Makers, Tea 
Grocers, & Farmers, Eckington, Derbyshire (John Heald). Nov. 17, at 
10; Sheffield.—_Hitts, Wriu1am, Draper, Sandgate, Kent. Nov. 9, at 
11.30; Basinghall-street—Hotpen, Henry, Doneaster, RICHARD 
Watnman Howpen, Sheffield, Cattle & Sheep Dealers, & Salesmen. 
Nov. 10, at 10; Sheffield —Jackson, Gronce Vernon, Bookseller & 
Stationer, Chichester-place, Battle-bridge, Middlesex. Nov. 13, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-street.—Lorp, Jonn, Sipnsy AQuiLta BUTTER & 
Horatio Burrerworts, Dyers, Shelf, Halifax (J. Lord & Co). Nev. 9, at 
11; Leeds.—Manson, Henry, Butcher, Ecclesfield, Yorkshire. Nov. 10, at 
10 ; Sheffield.— Mannine, Tomas, Hotel Keeper, Aldershott, 
tonshire. Nov. 10, at 12; Basinghall-street—MacMastEer, JAMEs, 
SamvEL Haines, Drapers & Tea Dealers, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire 
(MacMaster, Haines, & Co.) Nov. 13, at 11; Bristol.—Mavuates, 
SAMUEL SoLomon, Merchant, Great St. Helen's, Bishopsgate-street, 
London, Nov. 13, at 2.30; Basinghall-street—Mites, Tuomas, & 
Rosgrt Mites, Grocers & Tea Dealers, Derby. Nov. 13, at 11.30; 
Nottingham.—Monx, WitL1aM, Manufacturer, Padiham, Lancashire. 
Noy. 23, at 12; Manchester.—NezaL, Jonn Essyezer, Glove & Soda 
Water Manufacturer, Leicester. Nov. 20, at 11.30; Birmingham.— 
Nurratt, Ropert, & NaTHan Crosstey, Machine Makers, Halifax 
Crate & Crossley). Novy. 9, at 11; Leeds.—Revitt, Wrttran, Razor 

Cutlery Manufacturer, Sheffield. Nov. 10, at 10; Sheffield.— 
Epwarp, Leather Merchant, 138, Long-lane, Bermondsey, Surrey. 
Noy. 13, at 1; Basinghall-street.—Stevensoy, Grores, Shoe 
facturer, Keele, Staffordshire. Nov. 14, at 11; Birmingham.—Tsarts, 

DAV1D, Straw Plait Dealer, Houghton Regis, Luton, Bedfordshire. Nov. 

9, at 2; Basinghall-street.—Tomas, Jonn, Builder, 11, Church-street, 

Westminster, Middlesex. Noy. 9, at 2; Basinghall-street. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Turspay, Oct. 16, 1860. 

IncraM, Tuomas Lewis, Trader, Bathurst, River Gambia, Western 
Africa, and 54, Lupus-street, Pimlico, Middlesex, Oct. 11, 2nd class.— 
Lawson, Jose, Ship & Insurance Broker, 166, Fenchurch-street, Lon- 
don. Oct. 9, 2nd class.—Smrra, Wittram, Ship Owner, South Shields, 
Oct. 12, 2nd class; subject to suspension until Feb, 12, 1861. 

B ae 19, hee ie Oct. 12, 
REIT, JOAN GooDALL, Grocer & Draper, Hornchurch, Essex. 

Ist class.—Coarss, Tuomas, Linen Draper, 35, road, Lambeth, 
Surrey. Oct. 11, Ist class.—Hsanp, Groner James, Money Scrivener, 
Manchester, Oct. 10, Ist class.—Hgarucors, Epwarp, Grocer, Rock 
Ferry, Cheshire, Oct. 2, 2nd class. GEORGE FRSDERICK, Elastic 
Web and Small Ware Manufacturer, Manchrster. Oct. 10, 2nd class.— 
Lams, Fag Greeet, Puatinten. -. oe class.—Lar- 
vers, ANN AMELIA, r, Liverpool. t. 1, r 

Tuomas Rosiyson, Apothecary, Liverpool, Oct. 1, Ind class,— Porrsr, 
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ee 

Henry, & James Jonn Hinp, Builders, Sutton, Surrey. Oct. 11, 2nd AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETy 

class.— WILLIAMSON, PETER, jun., Grocer, Salford, Lancashire. Oct. 11. AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY LANE, ’ 

3rd class, subject to a suspension of 3 months.—Witson, WILLIAM, 

Linen Draper, St. James’s Barton, Bristol. Oct. 16, 2nd class. This Society meets on TUESDAY EVENINGS, at SEVEN o'Clock, for 

Scotch Sequestrations. the Discussion of Legal and Jurisprudential Questions. 
TurEspay, Oct. 16, 1860. oer 
ANDERSON, JouN, Builder, Partick. Oct. 23, at 12; Faculty Hall, St. QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION. 

George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. Oct. 12. For Tuesday, October 30th, 1860. President—Mr. Mituzk. 
a rig eta dh y-cleencongyy ag eet Och. 19, 06 195 Paenlty Mr. Paicnarp will move—That the practice of Members present at 4 
Cuapux, Ennest, General Merchant, 116 and 117, Fenchurch-street, Lon- | Meeting of oy Peo ee te od ee of eae absent 

don, and presently residing at 48, Houston-street, Kingston, near Glas- | be discontinued, and that those oly Who Have eed Note t the 

gow. Oct. 20, at 2; County Hotel, County-place, Paisley. Seg. Oct. 12. | Secretary of their intention of being absent ; frre ned. 
Gruss, CHarces, Farmer, Ladeddie Quarries, Fifeshire. Oct. 20, at 12 ; 256.—Can a Lessor maintain an action 0 ft lebt cay Assignee of 

Royal Hotel, Cupar-Fife. Seg. Oct. 11. part of the land to recover rent issuing out of the whole of it? Curtis», 
M‘Puerson, JAMES, Innkeeper & Stabler, North-street, Aberdeen. Oct. — 1 Hodges, 153; 1 Bing. N. C. 156. Mercer v. Dawson, 5 B. &€, 

22, at 12; Lemon Tree Hotel, Aberdeen. Seg. Oct. 10. "7 ss 
Murpocu, WILL1AM, Shepherd, Corry of Torridon, Applecross, Rossshire. ag or g promt — Cooke. 

Oct. 27, at 12; Caledonian Hotel, Dingwall. Seg. Oct. 13. 1 Sete ie 9 eercarem gery eee eserere 

Fray, Oct. 19, 1860. For Tuesday, November 6th, 1860. President—Mr. GREEN. 
BucHANAN, Tuomas, & Son, Joiners, Helensburgh, Dumbartonshire. Oct. LXXXIX.—Onght the European Powers to interfere in the affairs of 
int 13; Tontine Hotel, Beseaeeee. Sov, Cte moval "i Saaane 6 ae open the debate, and Messieurs Swany, 
7 r : +, j ; 4 4 . ‘0 . > al 
bee ey : Pome ae — prise rahaeheney Boyns, and DowsE to speak on the question. 
CuisHotm, Joun, Corn Merchant & Commission Agent, Inverness. Oct. For Tuesday, November 13th, 1860. President—Mr. Piasxrrr. 

23, at 1; Mackie’s Station Hotel, Inverness. Seg. Oct. 12. 257.—Can a Mortgagee recover, under his security, advances made by 
CuaRK, CHARLES, Solicitor, Supreme Courts of Scotland, 51, Castle-street, | him after an Act of Bankruptcy, of which he had no notice ? 

Edinburgh (deceased). Oct. 26, at 12; Dowells & Lyon’s Rvoms, 18, Afirmative—Mr, LAwRANcE and Mr. HEWLETT. 

George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. Oct. 17. Negative—Mr. H. J. Smrrn and Mr. Horie. 
Macponap, James, sometime Grazier, Burnside, Grandtully, afterwards For Tuesday, November 20th, 1860. President—Mr. Matrnews 

Cattle Dealer, Laguna, afterwards Flesher, Birnam-place, Birnam, Dun- 258.—Do the provisions of the Thellusson Act (39 & 40 Geo. 3, €..98), 

go 27, at 1 ; Solicitors’ Library, County Buildings, Perth. Seg. | apply in a case where a direction to accumulate is implied, or takes place 
M'Lavcntin, Huon, Merchant, New York, now Stobcross-street, Glasgow. thine + ee a ee 

Oct. 23, at 12 ; Faculty Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seq. Oct. 13 Afirmative—Mr. Moorsom and Mr, G. ALLEN. 

Macrak, Witt1Am, Innkeeper, Carradale, Kintyre, Argyll. Oct. 30, at Negative—Mr. PLasxrrr and Mr. F. H. GREEN. 
1; Argyll Arms Inn, Campbeltown, Argyll. Seq. Oct. 18. 
ASaae —. ha ‘ait Kelso. Oct. 25, at 11; Cross Keys Hotel, Gentlemen are requested to send in questions for discussion, —Memben 
4 hg Pe hot . requiring from the Library are requested to apply for them at five 
Rew, Joun, Coach Builder, Aberdeen. Oct. 26, at 12; Lemon Tree | minutes before seven o’clock on the evenings of Debate. 
mapeet, Abeavonn. Bey. Ors. 26. Copies of the Rules, and all requisite information, will be furnished by 


THomson, Joun, Merchant, West Calder. Oct. 26, at 12; Dowell’s & tary omin 
Lyon’s Rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seq. Oct. 16 patna ee Gesizons ‘ef 'bee c Members 


Wattace, Joun, Shawl Printer, Kilmarnock. Oct. 23 at 2; Sheriff 
Court-house, Kilmarnock. Seq. Oct. 13. , : Oe ys 


snd O BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the Hi 
To Landowners, the Clergy, Soli¢itors, Estate Agents, T Court of Chenin tonnes in the matter of an Act of Parliament 
Surveyors, &c. tituied “An Act to facilitate the Leases and Sales of Settled. Estates ant 
HE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is | i@ the matter of the severa) estates settled under the Pattison 
incorporated by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales,and a ar deceased, comprising the Freehold Estates here f - 
Scotland. Under the Company’s Acts, tenants for life, trustees, mort- r : 4 
gagees in possession, incumbents of livings, bodies corporate, certainlessees, is cepectation ites Yee Coals nair Richard Tasth Kindeniogie 
and other landowners, are empowered to charge the inheritance with the judge to whose court the said matters’ and causes are attached by Mr 
cost of improvements, whether the money be borrowed from the Company, | ‘THOMAS BRANCH, the person appointed by the said judge, at the QUEEN 
Sohemees by the lentrenen out of Me oun Sees. HOTEL, at CHESTER, in the County of Chester, on TUESDAY, the 20th 
: e Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works of land day of NOVEMBER, 1860, at ONE o'clock in the afternoon precisely, in 
improvement, the loans and incidental expenses being liquidated by arent- | 99 Lots, the several FREEHOLD EST ‘ATES, situate in the County d 
Sharge for a specified term of years. : Chester, hereinafter mentioned (that is to say), the house, buildings, 
No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of astrictly | ang farm, called Golborne Hall Farm, in the township of Golborne Davi 
commercial character, do not interfere with the plans andexecution of the | ang Handley, in the parish of Handley ; and also a small dwelling hous 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Commissioners. with outbuildings and lands, at Pilatt’s Rough, in Golborne David respee- 
The improvements authorised comprise drainage, irrigation, warping | tively, containing altogether 324 acres 3 roods 25 perches statute measure, 
embanking, enclosing, clearing, reclaiming, planting, erecting, and im- | jn the occupation of the executors of the late Mr. Samuel Pennell. 
proving farm-houses, and buildings for farm purposes, farm roads, jetties The manor and lordship of Golborne, otherwise Golborne David, situate 
stnsen- suena, Wale Shes, SARS Svs 2 s in the said parish of Handley. A field at Milton Green, in the parish of 
ners in feemay effect improvements on their estates withoutincurring | Handley, called the Inclosure, containing 1 acre 1 rood 13 perches ot 
the expense and personal responsibilities incident to mortgages, and with- | thereabouts. The above property is situate about 6} miles from Chester, 
out regard to the amount of existing incumbrances. Proprietors may | near to and on the west of the turnpike road leading from Chester t 
apply jointly for the execution of improvements mutually beneficial, such Handley and Whitchurch, 
asa common outfall, roads through the district, water-power, &c. Also Burton Hall Farm, in the township of Burton, and Clotton Cum 
For further information, and for forms of application, apply to the | Hoofield, in the parish of Tarvin, and the house known as Burton Hall, 
won. WittiaM Navier, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, West- | and farm buildings and two cottages, containing in the whole 136a. Ir. 10p. 
minster. statute measure, in the occupation of Samuel Warburton. Burton Hallis 
situated 8 miles from Chester, on the turnpike road leading from that 
66, QUEEN STREET, city to Tarporley, and is only 34 miles from the Tattenhall Station, on the 
, 
Lonvon, 23rd August, 1860. Chester and Crewe Railway. 
Messrs. R. Wornerspoon & Co., Also a house, farm buildings, and land, pa | 35a. 3r. 23p. statute 
46, Dunlop Street, Glasgow. measure, situate at Little Neston, in the parish of Great Neston, in the 
DEAR Sirs, comaaie pf Leeoray pred pi baer igor gh ~~ above property is 10 
Ihave, as requested, to-day visited the Royal Laundry, with | Miles from Chester, 8 from Birkenhead, and 2 from Parkgate. 
reference to the Advertisement of the ‘kottingham firm, who state that FBS. re ne gee ya ee eaten a stable, om 
their Starch has been used for many years in the Royal Laundry, and tat ~ Bas Lo Ae hi aa ed garden, containing 1s. Ir. 
haye been assured by Mr. Thompson, the Superintendent, that none but eae ain aches ten po oye —_ - ig dain, = 4 page 5 
yourselves have any right to state that they supply Starch to Her Majesty’s pee alec two fields (formed —e “7 led a Mill Fi 1d we oining the 
Laundry, as no other Starch is there used, nor has been used for some id b tae pron Digna Bae acon dyn gy ed eld), in 
years, but the Glenfield Patent Starch. il peat pation of Me, Philip Henry Keay.” Ir, Bip. statute measure, 
ave been further assured that your Starch continues to give com- : 4 . 
plete satisfaction, and that though trial has been made of etes of nae ae bee ay neg three cottages and yards, age 
various Starches, none of these have been found nearly equal in qualityto | }.00nr® tae etme *sohn eek eae ise Mrs. 
eld, raham, 
I am, Dear Sirs, Also a dwelling-house, shop, and premises on the south side of Water- 
Your obedient Servant, gate dente Th city of Chester, in the occupation of Joseph Hulse and 
WM. BLACK. cit sls 8 feld in the township of Lower Bebbington, in the county 
‘ ° ° r, known as the How or the Hoghead Pitts), containing, 
j O BE SOLD, a Site of 12 Acres for a Public estimation, 2a, lr. U7p. statute limes or Cevechous, in the occupation 
Institution in the Biggin Farm Road, Norwood, Surrey, landtax | of Mrs. Buckley. ‘This field is onl ane from Birkenhead, and close 
redeemed and tithe free ; chiefly grass, and well drained; in the highest | to the bington Station, on the bir nhead and Chester Railway. 
pos oes a with an abundance of excellent brick earth ; abutting Printed plans and conditions of sale may be had (gratis), of Messrs. 
Views over Epuot and ‘Betead Daa: so A niedeanats | EUELD & ROSCOE, Salers 96, Lincoln’ on-elds, London; of Mew 
Windsor, J wed EDEN, pteeett gd Lae BARROW, Soli Liverpool ; Mr. HENBY 


hervit W. E. Doncax, Solicitor, No, 81, Basinghall-street, and N°, 7, hand ny ay pt 2 Sele a vat 
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ilas, Knight's Hill-road, Norwood, §, Dated this 11th day of October, 1860. . 
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LONDON, OCTOBER 27, 1860. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


The following circular has been issued from the Office 
of the Registrar of Attorneys and Solicitors :— 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society beg to call the 

attention of the profession to the new Act “ for the amendment 
of the Law of Attorneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and Certificated 
Conveyancers,” 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127. ; 
+ By'sect. 18 it is enacted that from and after the 15th day of 
November next, instead of separate annual stamped certificates, 
the stamp duties chargeable on such certificates shall be de- 
noted upon the registrar's certificates, to be granted as provided 
by the Act. 

By sect. 19, for determining the rate of stamp duty payable 
on the certificate, the declaration to be delivered to the registrar 
shall specify the place or places where the attorney or solicitor 
carries on his business, and shall be in the forms A and B con- 
tained in the schedule to the Act. 

By sect. 20 the declaration shall be signed in duplicate, and 
one of such duplicates shall be delivered to the registrar, and 
the other shall be left with the commissioners or their. officer; 
and for every certificate issued by the registrar there shall be 
paid to him the sum of five shillings. 


This being the first year of the operation of the new Act the 
Incorporated Law Society will forward the declaration and 
duplicate to be filled up to each London attorney and solicitor, 
and to each country attorney and solicitor through his London 


agent. 

In future years the forms of declaration and duplicates may 
be had on application at the office. 

The members of the profession are earnestly requested to be 
particular in filling up their declarations and the duplicates, 
either by themselves, their partners, or their London agents, 
and to send them to the office on as early a day as€possible, 
attending to the following 


REGULATIONS. 


1. Every declaration and duplicate must be delivered at the 
office six days before a certificate can be granted. 
gi No certificate will be delivered out till Tuesday, Novem- 
20th. 


3. In the first six days, commencing on 20th November, 
certificates will be delivered only to such London agents as 
shall in due time previously have sent in the declaration of 
themselves and their country clients, accompanied by a list 
thereof arranged in alphabetical order, and written on foolscap 
paper, book wise. 

4, These six days to be appropriated among the London 

ts in the following order:—The letters refer to the initial 
pay piewes surname, or that of the senior partner in the case 

a firm. 






Those commencing with 
A or B ....... tavencncsesdsacgonecacencspcoes, NOs SO 
C, D, E,or F ...... cove ebosuns evsse oe 
UFy BET, OF Tevncsocsdiccssvoscesecacscoceses ee 
K, L, M, N, 0, or P ciscccoessceesseees pet Se 
APO Ss desc walle decdbbnd oece bebuieectens .. ig ae 
B,D, Vi W, By, 08 Disvsssissecerccasce: | 26 


5, On every day subsequent to November 26th the certificates 
will be delivered to the rest of the profession. 
6. The fee of 5s. for issuing each certificate is to be paid on 
delivery of the same, 
You are requested not to fill in the number at the top of the 
aration, Rospert Maveua,, Secretary. 
. October, 1860. 





The 4th section of the Attorneys’ Act, 1860, enables 
persons who have been bond fide clerks to attorneys for 
ten years to be admitted r three years’ service. 
We understand that it is desirable for gentlemen who 
No, 200, 


a 


claim to be admitted under this section, and have given 
notice for Michaelmas Term, to send their names to 
Incorporated Law Society, in order that any additional 
questions as to their employment during ten years pre- 
ceding their articles may be answered. 





The Lord Chancellor, on the first day of term, will 
receive the Tule and Queen’s Counsel at Stratheden 
House, previously to-opening the Court at Westminster 
on that day. 





In order to complete with the present volume the 
publication of the Statutes for last Session, we are com- 
pelled to devote a larger portion of our space to them 
than usual ; and to hold over for a week or two several 


articles and communications. 


ace ~~ 
> 


COURTS OF APPEAL—CONFLICTS OF DECISIONS. 
The most important branch of the judicature of a 





country would seem to be its courts of — They 
exercise the function of finally deciding all questions 
arising as to the substance or construction of the law— 


a function which in countries of unwritten laws 
borders closely on the legislative ; and the decisions of 
these tribunals constitute the standard of the law 
to which all inferior courts must conform. It might be 
expected, therefore, that the appellate courts would be 
the chief care in the constitution of a judicial es- 
tablishment; that their maintenance and efficiency 
would be a constant object of attention and supervision, 
and that their decisiens would be received wi = 
respect, and studied with more diligence by the lawyer 
than those of any other courts. In this — how- 
ever, the courts of appeal appear in a very di 
position. Their constitution in their present form can 
be traced only to chance and casual expediency. Public 
attention is seldom called to their action or efficiency ; 
and any question made concerning the amendment of 
the Supreme Court of Appeal = turns upon 
considerations of a political rather than juridical 
character, and foreign to its immediate p' as a 
branch of the judicature of the country. Even the 
judgments of these courts, though final and conclusive 
as to the questions of law which come before them, are 
not found of equal practical utility with those of the 
inferior courts; and the library of a lawyer in ordinary 
practice is not deemed incomplete although it does not 
contain the volumes of the Reports of the House of 
Lords. 

The time seems now to have arrived when our courts 
of appeal should be subjected to the same process of 
criticism and amendment which has been exercised so 
freely and with such beneficial effect over other branches 
of our judicature, in comparison with which the branch 
in question at present remains in a very inferior 
degree of efficiency. The operation of our courts of 
a as at present constituted is far from satisfactory. 
‘Themultiplicity and complexity of these courts —- 
an unn obstacle, and causes useless y in 
obtaining a final decision; and these evils are aug- 
mented by the irregularity, slowness, and uncertainty, 
of each stage in the process. The final judgment, 
when obtained, is found to depend in great measure on 
the casual mode of constructing the courts, and on 
other accidental causes, rather than on the real weight 
of judicial authority. The value of the final j t 
as a declaration of law is thus depreciated, so that it 
even becomes a question whether it would not be ex- 
pedient for the House of Lords to exercise the — 
of reviewing its own decisions, in order to avoid the a 


which it may have become implicated, 





ternative of persisting in some erroneous doctrine 
Far thre of ie eum 
peculiar views entertained by two or three of its 









THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER.  Oor. 27, If 








members. From a discussion which recently appeared 
in the columns of this Journal, it seems that some differ- 
ence of opinion actually exists even amongst the lords 
themselves as to the existence of this power. It is 
certainly a remarkable instance of the unsettled state 
of the principles of our courts of appeal, that any 


question should exist as to a power so contradictory , 


in its nature to the fundamental notion of a court of 
final appeal, and to all ideas of certainty in the law. 

We have collected the few following cases as exam- 
ples, for the purpose of showing the peculiar action of 
our courts of appeal, and the remarkable results occa- 
sionally produced by them, where there is much con- 
flict of judicial opinion. These cases, it may be said, 
are exceptional. But they are not so in fact. They 
have been selected from the most recent publications 
of re in which many other cases may be found 
containing the same peculiarities in a less prominent 
degree ; and the very same elements of uncertainty and 
inconsistency pervade all cases of appeal, although they 
do not produce the same strikingly anomalous results 
in the majority of instances. 

In the case of Hickman y. Cox (8 W. R. 754) the 
question was, whether creditors signing a deed of 
arrangement, by which the debtor assigned his business 
to trustees upon trust to carry it on for the benefit of 
the creditors, became liable as partners for debts con- 
tracted by the trustees in carrying on the business. In 
1856 the Court of Common Pleas, consisting of Jervis, 
C.J., Williams, J., and Willes, J., decided this question 
in the affirmative. In 1857 the case came before the 
Court of Exchequer Chamber, and the judges were 
equally divided. Coleridge, J.; Erle, J., and Crompton, 
Ji, held the affirmative; Martin, B., Bramwell, B., and 
Watson, B., the negative. In 1860 the case came 
before the House of Lords; Blackburn, J., Crompton, 
J.«, Williams, J., Pollock, €.B., held the affirmative 

inion ; Channell, B., Wightman, J., the negative. 

law lords, comprising the Lord Chancellor, Lords 
Brougham, Cranworth, Wensleydale, and Chelmsford, 
decided unanimously in the negative. The opinions of 
the judges and of the law lords on this question are 
accordingly thus balanced :— 


Af. Neg. 

Jervis, C.J. Martin, B. 

Wrrr1as, J. BRAMWELL, B. 

Wires, J. Watson, B. 

CoLERID CHANNELL, B. 

Erte, J. Wicurman, J. 

Crompton, J. Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR. 

BLacksury, J. Lorp BrovueHam. 

Pottock, C.B, Lorp WENSLEYDALE. 
Lorp CRANWORTH. 
Lorp CHELMSFORD. 


The judges of the superior courts thus stand in a 
majority of nine to five against the final judgment of 
the House of Lords. The law lords, assembled in an 
unusual number, turned the scale by a majority of one. 

The recent case of Jeffries v. Alexander also presents a 
remarkable conflict of judicial opinions. The question 
in dispute was, whether an indenture, containing a cove- 
nant with trustees that the executors of the covenantor 
should within twelve months after his death invest 
£60,000 in Government funds in the names of the 
trustees upon trusts for charitable p —where the 
assets of the covenantor after his death consisted of 
¢harges upon real estate,—was within the Statute of 
Mortmain. The Master of the Rolls thought that it 
was, and ordered an action at law. On appeal, the 
Lords Justices, assisted by Wightman and Erle, JJ., 
declared the indenture valid, and that the sum was pay- 
able. Before the House of Lords, on the first hearing, 
the law lords were equally divided. On the 
hearing, six common law j attended to assist the 
House, and were equally divided : Wilde, Bs Byles, J., 
and Pollock, C. B.; being of the es opinion ; and 
Biackburn, J., Wiles, J., and Williams, J., of the 





a 
affirmative. Finally, the Lord Chancellor, Lord 
Leonards, and Lord Kingsdown, decided the que; 

in the affirmative, against the judgments of | 
Cranworth and Lord Wensleydale. The judges who 
had delivered opinions in this case then stood a 
follows :— 

Neg. 


LorD CRANWORTH. 
Lorp WENSLEYDALE. 
Wire, B 

Byes, J. 

Pottock, C. B. 
Knicut Bruce, L. J. 
TuRNER, L. J. 
WicuTman, J. 

ERLE, J. 

And the case was -ultimately decided against the 
opinions of the majority. 

The case of Boosey v. Jeffries, (20 L. J. Ex. 364; 
24 L. J. Ex. 81,) raised the important question 
whether a foreign author while resident abroad cai 
aequire a copyright in England. Rolfe, B., ruled at Nii 
Prius in the negative, to which ruling a bill of 
exceptions was tendered; and in 1851, the Couttéf 
Exchequer Chamber, composed of Lord Campbell, €. J, 
Patteson, J., Maule, J., Wightman, J., Cresswell, J, 
Erle, J., and Williams, J., decided unanimously again 
the ruling and in the affirmative of the question. Op 
appeal to the House of Lords in 1854, the judge 
called in to assist were divided in opinion : Crompton, d, 
Williams, J., Erle, J., Wightman, J., Maule, J, 
Coleridge, J., held the affirmative ; while Alderson, B, 
Parke, S. Pollock, C.B., Jervis, C.J., held the 
tive. The law lords, comprising the Lord Chan 
who had originally ruled the question at Nisi Prius 
Baron Rolfe, Lord Brougham, and Lord St. Leohasl 
finally decided the question in the negative. 

Judicial authority in this case then stood as follows:+ 


Af. Neg 
Lorp CamMPpBeELL, C.J, Axperson, B. 
PatTEson, J. PARkKE, B. 
Pottock, C.B.:< 
JERVIS, C.J. 
Lorp CranwortH, L,C, 
Lorp BrouGHam. 
Lorp Sr. LEONARDS. 


Lorp CHANCELLOR. 
Lorp St. LEONARDS. 
Lorp Kincspown. 
BiacksBury, J. 
WILLEs, J. 
Witiiams, J. 
THe MASTER OF THE 
ROLLs. 


Mautgz, J. 
WIGHTMAN, J. 
CRESSWELL, J. 
ERLE, J. 
Wits, J. 
Crompton, J. 
CoLERIDGE, J. 


The case was thus decided against a majority of two 
Three law lords overruled an unanimous decision of th 
Court of Exchequer Chamber, constituted of se 
judges, one of whom was also a peer and nig 
have supported his own decision in the House 
Lords. 

The case of Cooper vy. Slade (7 W. R. 63); was aa 
action for penalties under the Corrupt Practices 
vention Act, 1854, and turned on the question whethet 
the payment of the travelling expenses of an elec 
was prohibited by the statute ; Parke, B., at Nisi Pri 
reer that it was. In 1856, on a bill of ex 
the Court of Exchequer Chamber decided that it was 
not; Alderson, B., Cresswell, J., Martin, B., Crowder, 
B., and Bramwell, B., being of that opinion, while 
Williams, J., maintained the contrary. In 1868, the 
House of Lords, consisting of the Lord Chancellor 
Cranworth, and Lord Wensleydale, reversed this judg- 
ment; Channell, J., Watson, B., Willes, J., — 
ton, J., Williams, J., Wightman, J., Coleridge, %., 
advising for the reversal, and Bramwell, B., 
against it. The question in dispute in this case, thougs 
not of legal, was of great practical and political impor 
tance ; and yet only two law dords were found in at 
tendance to decide finally upon it. These two lords, 
one of whom had originally delivered the ruling 
which they sat in judgment, reversed the j t i 
the Court of Exchequer Chamber, com ot 


- judges, of whom one only was dissentient, 
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~~" fhé above examples are sufficient to call attention at 


ities in the 


once to some of the more obyious inco 
ate also 


een of our courts of appeal. They 
hl 


y suggestive of further reflections on the construc- 
tion and action of those courts, which — a - 
space to enter upon at present, but which may furnis 
appropriate matter for observation on a future ocea- 
sion. 


- - —<>-- 


The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vaconcies, Xe. 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 

The October Session of the Central Criminal Court was 
opened on Monday last, by the Right Hon. John Carter, 
Lord Mayor; Mr. Russell Gurney, Q:C., Recorder; Aldermen 
Sir F. G. Moon, Rose, Hale, and Lawrence; Mr. Alderman and 
Sheriff Abbiss, Mr. Sheriff Lusk, and Mr. Under-Sheriff Gam- 
mon. Mr. Under-Sheriff Eagleton was prevented from being 
pn by reason of a domestic calamity. 

The first edition of the calendar contained the names of 110 

isoners. Of this number 32 were committed from the city of 
Pondon, 51 from the county of Middlesex, 1 from the Admiralty, 
10 from Kent, and 17 from Surrey. 


(Before the Lorp Curer Baron, Mr. Baron Manmiy, and 
Mr. Justice Hix.) 


Oct, 24.—The Queen v. William Davidson.—In this case the 
defendant, who was charged with an indecent assault, placed 
pon the record a special plea that he had been put upon his 
ial for the same offence at the Middlesex Sessions, and that 
the jury were unable to come to a decision, and they were im- 
properly discharged by Mr. Payne, the presiding judge, with- 
sufficient grounds, under the circumstances, for his taking 


course, 
To this pléa there was a replication that there was no likeli- 
of the jury agrecing upon their verdict, that they had been 
Kept locked up for several hours, and that the judge felt it 
iecessary, in iis discretion, to order them to be discharged. 
Ié was argued for the prisoner that the plea was good, the 
défendant having already been put in jeopardy for the same 
ite. The discharge of the jury, without his consent, and 
Without sufficient grounds, being, it was contended, tantamount 
to an acquittal. 
The Lord Cu1eF Baron said the Court was of opinion the 
was bad. It was his opinion that with regard to discharg- 
a jury a discretion was entirely vested in the judge, and 
that there was no appeal from the decision he pronounced. In 
the cares cited it was admitted that this discretion was given to 
the judge, and in no case whatever had it been laid down that 
even supposing a jury had been improperly discharged, it was 
equivalent to an acquittal of the party accused. He had no 
doubt that the law gave to a judge the entire discretion to say 
when a jury should be discharged, and although if he exercised 
that discretion improperly, he might be liable to impeachment, 
this act could not be made the foundation of a writ of error, 
and certainly would not protect a prisoner from being tried a 
Second time for the offence he was alleged to have committed. 
The other learned judges concurred in the opinion expressed 
learned Chief n, and at the same time said that 
thile they admitted the power of discharging a jury, it ought 
hot to be exercised except upon some overwhelming necessity, 
n especially where such a course was objected to, still they 
were of opinion that when the judge had decided upon taking 
such a step, upon grounds which he considered sufficient, there 
was no power to review that decision in a Court of Error. 
The defendant, William Davidson, was then put upon his 
trial before Mr. Baron Martin. 


Mr. Frederick Peel will be Mr. Laing’s successor in the 
Secretaryship of the Treasury. 


Bei bos 
Gorrespondence. 


APPORTIONMENT OF RENT, 


m have carefully perused the books and case referred to by 


Correspondent in your number of October 13. 
4 Jarm. Conv., 3rd ed., 385, in alluding to the point, refers to 
A case of Bliss v. Colling, 6 B. & Al. 876, &o., as proving that 





the lessee is not bound by any apportionment made ‘by the 
lessor without his concurrence. Bliss vy. Collins is spoken of 
as deciding “that where X. had leased two messuages at an 
entire rent of £65 10s. Od., and sold and conveyed the reversion 
in oné messuage, and £40, part of the rent to Z., Z. did not 
acquire the same rights and remedies in respect of such rent 
as if it had been apportioned by a jury.” I have looked to the 
case, and it appears from the arguments that a reversioner of 

art, that is to say, C. in the case put in my 1 
inserted in your Journal of the 6th instant, may btn 
an action for his share of the rent, and the jury will 
apportion and give him a verdict for such portion of the 
rent as they consider his share, but that C. cannot in 
the first place distrain, as the tenant is not bound by any ap- 
ah gree unless made either with his consent or by a > 

hn this case Preston was for the plaintiff, and he stated “ it 
is clear that a rent may be apportioned,” and he referred to 
the following passage in Coke, 2 Inst. 504, “if a nian 
make a lease for years reserving arent, if he grant away 
part of the reversion the rent shall be apportioned 
by the common law, and albeit the grantee of part 
demand or claim more in his action of debt or avowry than is 
due, yet shall he recover so much as the jury shall find upon a 
just apportionment to be due.” 

The case of Walter y. Maude, 1 Jac. & Walk. 181, men- 
tioned by the correspondent in your number of the 13th inst., 
was referred to by Sugden, who was also for the plaintiff. “In 
Walter v. Maude, the Master of the Rolls decided that a 
landlord contracting to sell part of a demised estate with an 
apportioned rent could make a good title to the apportioned 
rent without the consent of the tenant, and intimated a very 
strong opinion that the purchaser of part would have the same 
remedies for the apportioned rent as the original landlord 
would have for the entire rent.” . 

The latter case need not be considered contrary to the law 
laid down by Coke, as it alludes to “‘ an apportioned rent,” and 
it appears that when the rent is duly apportioned by a jury 
without the consent of the tenant, the latter is bound by that 
apportionment. 

Chitty, who was for the defendant, said, “ the apportionment 
can only be legally made by the lessor, with the consent of 
the lessee or by the verdict of the jury. It cannot even be 
made by the Court; and he referred to Bacon’s Ab. Title 
Rent M., as supporting that proposition. 

On the other hand, Ford Abinger, in Rivis v. Watson, M. & 
W. 266, in his judgment stated “that a rent charge may be 
divided by the act of the party, and that the assignee of each 
portion may distrain for it.” 

The question, however, actually decided in this case was 
that a tenant in common of a rentcharge could distrain for 
his undivided share. 

Again, Harrison v. Barnby, 5 T. R. 246, decided that a 
terre-tenant holding under two tenants in common “ cannot 
pay the whole rent to one after notice from the other.not to 
pty it, and if he do the other tenant in common may distrain 
for his share;” but that was another case referring to tenants 
in common, 

The case I put was not where the reversion belonged to 
tenants in common; and I do not, therefoft, see that any of 
the above authorities have shown that C. would have a right of 
distress; and I hope some of your numerous correspondents 
will kindly give their opinion on the point. 

A Youne BEGINNER. 


WHAT MAY WE DO WITH OUR OWN? 


The late ingenious discussion raised in your columns upon the 
subject of infants puts some cases, the solution of which, I 
think, does not necessarily involve us in the consideration of 
the legal status of an infant as such. Thus—you give mé six- 
pence to give to a boy who sweeps a crossing. I give it. Am 
I discharged of the sixpence? Clearly, I should say; as much 
as if you had directed me to burn a bank-note, or throw six- 
pence into the sea, and [ had done it. There appears to bea 
superstition attaching to a receipt. It seems in the first place 
to be assumed to be necessary to the validity of every trans- 
action in which moncy is paid. This having been assumed, it 
is suggested, in the second place, that if the party purporting to 
give a receipt is under disability, the transaction in question is 
invalid; and this without inquiring into the principle of a Te- 
ceipt. What is it? Merely evidence that money: has béen 
paid, and primé facie evidence only, which may be rebutted 
evidenve to the contrary. Now, in the case put Iam i 
only to you for the payment of the sixpence. If I fail I ddig 
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so Iam under no liability to the boy. Assume for the moment 
piesa: yw’ of all questions of consideration) that an action 
would lie at your suit against me for an alleged non-payment. 
I pledge my oath to the payment. That would be competent 
evidence of it—i. e., evidence admissible by law, as distinguished 
from satisfactory evidence or that which the jury believe. To 
rebut that you might bring the oath of the boy that I did not. 
There would then be a question for the jury which evidence 
they would believe. If, in addition to my oath, I brought the 
boy’s receipt—the boy’s signature to a paper memorandum, 
stating the fact of payment—and proved the boy’s handwriting, 
that, I submit, would be competent evidence also; and the jury 
would probably deem the evidence on my side the most satis- 
factory, and give me the verdict. But the fact of payment 
would be only a question of evidence, and the accidental 
minority of the payee would have nothing to do with the ques- 
tion between you and me, which would be the same if the payee 
was anadult. The second question—legacy to be given by 
executors to deserving poor; they give £5 to a distressed 
needlewoman, aged 20; are they not discharged?—may, I 
conceive, be disposed of upon similar principles. 

But if, instead of giving the sixpence with my own hand, I 
had employed a boy to give it, who bolted with it, then the 
question would be very different. Whether -I had taken this 
young gentleman’s “ receipt” or no, would not alter my liability 
to the giver at all. I should then discover how foolish I had 
been to employ a bailiff or’ accountant under age. (See Co. 
Litt. 172a.) 

The 3rd and 4th propositions are, whether, if I buy gloves of 
a boy in a shop, and pay him 3s. 6d., I am discharged; and the 
question, whether you must inquire of a lad giving railway 
tickets whether he is of age. The first question I presume to 
mean this—whether, if the boy bolt with the money, the shop- 
keeper could recover over again from me. That question would 
be for the jury, and would be some such question as this—Did 
the presence of the boy in the shop warrant me in concluding 
him to be the agent of theshopman? Of course, the jury would, 
in nine cases out of ten, say yes; and I should be discharged. 
If any other verdict were given, of course the minority of the 

yee would exempt him from any action. Question 4 would, 
F submit, be solved in the same way. 

Then as to the main question of a trust for a married female 
infant for her life for her use:—Declaration by the settlor that 
the trustees shall be accountable for the income during her in- 
fancy only to him, and that as between settlor, his executors, 
&c., and the trustees, her receipts, notwithstanding her infancy, 
shall be good discharges. Suppose the infant unmarried, 
would a trust for payment to her of an annual income, with 
such clauses as above, be sufficient? The payee could not, 
either as infant or when of full age, complain, as it seems. 
Superadd coverture to this. The separate use clause then be- 
comes a protection against the husband's creditors practically, 
although, as to himself, the moment the money is paid to his 
wife, it becomes a chattel in possession, and vests in him, 
under the doctrine in Bird v. Peagrim, 13 C. B. 639, 1 W. R. 
353. The money is not locked up, but there is a person, to 
wit, the husband, who can dispose of it. Cannot then a trust 
for the separate use of an infant feme covert be valid? 

I do not submit this reasoning as conclusive, but with 
great diffidence; being content, with Sir John Holt, to stir these 
points, which wiser heads in time may settle. 

Nonace. 


REGISTRY OF JUDGMENTS. 


I have read a letter in the “ Solicitor’s Journal,” from Mr. 
James Pask, Registrar's Chief Clerk, stating, that “the regis- 
trar has, on the suggestion of Lord St. Leonards, entered a 
memorandum on the register of judgments when an execution 
is registered and the date of such registering.” “ Therefore,” 
the writer reasonably argues, “ a searcher will not find it neces- 
sary to examine the register of executions, unless he wishes 
to procure the particulars relating to the execution referred to.” 
Now, objectionable as ex post facto legislation is, surely, its 
faultiness 1s slight, compared with the ambiguity of an enact- 
ment, which, it is to be presumed (omnia presumuntur rite 
acta), has by an occult charm given the registrar, or Lord St. 

such a discretion. The Act is certainly silent as to 

the granting discretionary powers to any person. _By what 
ity, then, one may calmly inquire, has this. discretion 

been evoked? Suppose the registrar has acted illegally, is he 
liable to an action at the suit of a party whose liabilities are 
in an uncalled for manner exposed to greater publicity than 
the actual state of the law warranted, if he has sustained 





special damage by this dictatorial exercise of 1 
or is the registrar liable to an indictment for violet 


tegrity of the public records? It appears to me, that, he’ js 
liable to the latter infliction, and also to an action in every 
case in which special damage can be proved to have been sus. 
tained. I desire, in common with the commercial public, that 
trade in land should be free; but I am not anxious, that the 
registrar of judgments, or Lord St. Leonards, be elevated toa 
legal dictatorship. M. N, 


siemens 
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The Provinces. 





DuruaM.—The Michaelmas session for this county com. 
menced on Monday, the 15th instant, with a calendar contain. 
ing thirty-seven cases, the number of prisoners being forty-four, 


GuLoucesteR.— The Michaelmas quarter session for 
the county of Gloucester commenced on the 16th inst. «Mr. 
Purnell, the county chairman, presided: and among the magis. 
trates present were the Earl of Ducie, the Earl of Ellenborough, 
Sir George Jenkinson, the Hon. Mr. Talbot, Mr. Rolt, M.P., 
and Colonel Berkeley, M.P. 


Honiton.—Mr. Moffatt has been returned to represent the 
borough of Honiton without opposition. 


HuppersFieLp.—Lord Brougham presided, on the 20th 
instant, at the annual meeting of the Huddersfield Mechanics 
Institution. 


Lreps.—The portrait of Mr. Robert Barr, the clerk to the 
Leeds justices, recently painted by Mr. Crabb, of London, at 
the expense of the borough magistrates, was, on the 19th in. 
stant, formally handed over to the general body of a 
by the mayor, on behalf of the acting committee. he por- 
trait, which has been generally admired, not only as a work of 
art, but also’ for its faithful representation of Mr. Barr, cost 
120 guineas, the frame and other expenses raising the total cost 
to about £150. ‘It has been hung in the magistrates’ retiring 
room, adjoining the court at the town hall, and will remain 
there, under the control of the magistracy. Subsequently the 
magistrates dined together, and during the evening the health 
of Mr. Barr was drunk. Mr. Barr responded, and feeli 
acknowledged the compliment which had been paid to him by 
the magistrates in ordering his portrait to be painted, and 
placing it in their room. 

At a special meeting of the Leeds Town Council on the 24th 
instant, Mr. J. E, Smith, of that town, solicitor, was elected 
town clerk, in the place of Mr. J. A. Ikin, deceased. There 
were three candidates—Mr. Smith, Mr. Barret, and Mr. Yew- 
dall. In the final voting the numbers were—Mr, Smith, 32; 
Mr Barret, 29. 


~ 
> ae 


Societies and Lnstitutions. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


On Wednesday, the 10th instant, the fifth half-yearly meeting 
of the above association was held in the Council Chamber, 
Town Hall-buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Mr. Banner, of 
Liverpool (in the absence of Mr. Anderton, of London), presided. 

The Secretary (Mr. Eiffe) read the notice convening the 
meeting, as likewise the report of the directors. They had 
much pleasure in stating that the association continued to 
gress satisfactorily. During the past half-year it had 
an accession of 174 annual and 20 life-members. The finances 
of the association had been augmented during the half-year by 
a donation of £50 from the members of the Wiltshire Law 
Society, an example of liberality which the Board would be 
happy to see emulated by other law societies. The directors 
had been enabled, during the half-year, to add a further sumof 
£319 15s. 9d. Consols to the invested capital, and there was 
still a balance of £204 15s. to the society's credit with the 
Temple Bar Branch of the Union Bank of London. ‘The ass0- 
ciation now consisted of 898 members, of whom 534 were 
annual members and 364 life members. Light of the life mem- 
bers were likewise annual contrijutors. The total invested 
capital standing at present in the names of the trustees was 
£4,077 11a. 3d. Three per Cent. Consols, The directors, how- 
ever, could not venture to recommend that the relieving fanc- 
tions of the association should be called into action until the 
invested capital has been largely increased, as it is of paramount 
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oa importance to the permanence and efficiency of the institution, 


that its operations for the relief of distress, when onco com- 
menced, should be carried on uninterruptedly, without. being 
too dependent upon the fluctuating amount of annual sub- 
scriptions. They must continue to appeal to their professional 
brethren in every town throughout the kingdom for increased 
exertions to procure new members; and when it is remembered 
that a subscription from each practitioner who has hitherto 
abstained from aiding the society, would at once enable it to 
commence its benevolent labours they could hardly believe they 
should appeal in vain. 

‘The CHAIRMAN moved the adoption of the report. He 
called attention more particularly to the donation from the 
Wiltshire Law Society; and to show that it had been followed 
up he held in his hand a letter from Mr. Burrup, of Gloucester, 
in whichthat gentleman stated that the Gloucester Society had 
yoted a contribution of ten guineas to the “ Benevolent;” and 
he had no doubt it would be repeated every year. He re- 
commended strongly the appointment of a local committee in 
Newcastle. 

The motion, on being put, was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Cooxson looked on this institution as one of great im- 
ance, and as being not so much a charity as a mutual 
efit society. 

Mr. TEALE, of Leyburn, moved, “ That this meeting, grati- 
fied by the report of the society’s progress this day read, very 
earnestly commends the association to the support of every 
practitioner in the kingdom who has not contributed to its 
funds.” 

Mr. Riptey, of Liverpool, seconded this resolution, which 
was passed unanimously. 

The present Board of Directors, with the exception of Mr. 
Ryland, who retired on account of other duties, were re-elected ; 
and, in lieu of that gentleman, Mr. W. S, Allen, Birmingham, 
wasappointed. Mr. Stephen Williams and Mr. Henry Kimber, 
of London, were unanimously elected auditors for the ensuing 


r. 
me vote of thanks was accorded to the directors for their ser- 
vices during the past year; and a similar compliment was ten- 
dered to the Mayor and Corporation of Newcastle for the use 


* of the Council Room. 


Votes of thanks to the secretary and to the chairman brought 
the proceedings to a close. 


—_ 


BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the members of this society 
was held on Saturday last, Mr. J. W. Whateley presiding. 
There were also present Messrs. A. Ryland, G. P. Wragge, 
G. J. Johnson, C. T. Saunders, W. S. Allen, G. Page, 
and Edward Sargent (Hon. Secretary). The report of the 
committee for the past year stated that Mr. S. J. Mitchell and 
Mr. John Suckling had each purchased a share during that 
time. There had been no addition to the list of sub- 
scribers to the library. The society now consisted of 
fifty-two shareholders. There were now only eighteen 
subscribers to the library, being a decrease of six. The traa- 
turer had a balance in hand of £105 10s, 7d., being an increase 
of £34 Os. 6d. over the preceding year. At the instance of 
the committee a memorial. to the Chancery Evidence Com:is- 
signers, suggesting that it was desirable “that the evidence on 
issues in fact in chancery should be given vivd voce before the 
judge who decides the cause,” was sent round the profession 
practising in Birmingham, and received upwards of seventy 
signatures, and the committee were glad to find that the alter- 
ation in question was likely to be adopted to a great extent. 


_ The committee had presented, on behalf of the society, peti- 


tions to Parliament in favour of Lord Chelmsford’s Attorneys 
and Solicitors Bill, which was passed, the Plea of Indict- 
ments Bill, and the Law of Property Bill, The committee 
Tegretted that the Plea of Indictments Bill was with- 
drawn, The Law of Property Bill had also passed, and 
gy no doubt it would prove beneficial, still it left 
the law as to judgments in most complicated and un- 
satisfactory state. Respecting the Bankruptcy Bill, which was 
ultimately withdrawn, no petition was presented on behalf of 

society. The county and borough members were, howover, 
Tequested to oppose the clauses providing for the removal of 
peaksupter business from the District Courts of Bankruptcy 
to the County Courts, A letter had been received from the 


Secretary to Queen's College, stating that it had been propased 
that the nomination of a Council for the ensuing year should 
be virtually in the hands of Lord Redesdale, and requesting to 
be informed if this society would be willing to resign their 





privileges in respect of the two members elected by them. It 
was replied on behalf of the committee, that whilst they 
believed this society would willingly resign their privileges, were 
it possible to do so properly, yet that no such arrangement 
could be carried out in a legal form otherwise than by Royal 
Charter or Act of Parliament, but that there was then no 
intention of exercising the privileges for the ensuing 

year. No communication had since been received from the 
college on the subject, and they had no recommendation 
to offer further than that it was not desirable, at present at 
least, to exercise the privileges in question; and that if the 
college should hereafter propose to withdraw them in a legal 
form, the society should concur in the arrangement, provided it 
did not involve them in any expense —The report was adopted. 
—The following important resolution was adopted in the course 
of the subsequent proceedings: —“ That the want of punctuality 
which at present prevails in auctions of estates is productive of 
great inconvenience, and that, with the view of remedying this 
evil, the president he requested to address a letter to every auc- 
tioneer in Birmingham, suggesting that in future auctions 
should commence punctually at one hour after the time adver- 
tised, in accordance with the practice adopted in London and 
other large towns.” 


attends 
> 


Law Students’ PFournal. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, U.K., 1860-61. 

Three Courses of Lectures will be delivered in the Hall of 
the Society on Monday and Friday evenings in the months of 
November, December, January, February, and March next, at 
eight o’clock precisely. 





ConvVEYANCING LECTURES, by FREDERICK JOHN TURNER, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


1 and 2. On the law relating to mortmain and charity, 
8. On joint tenancy and tenancy in common. 
4. On the law relating to advowsons—next presentations. 
. On rights and privileges connected with land. 
. Rents and the apportionment of them, 
. The rule in Shelly’s case. 
. Trusts for accumulation. 
. Powers of tenants for life—waste. 
10. On conditions annexed to estates. 
11. On titles—conditions of sale. 
12. Review of the subjects. : 


The book which will be principally referred to in the pre- 
paration of the lectures will be “ Tudor’s Leading Cases in 
Conveyancing.” 


Equity Lecrures, by GEorGE WirGMan Hemmine, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. 


The jurisdiction of equity in cases of fraud and undue in- 
fluence. 

The doctrine of election. 

The principles of suretyship. 

Equitable conversion. 

Equitable charges. 

Forfeiture and penalties. 

The law of domicile; and , 

The effect of wills and settlements executed by perso 
resident abroad. 


Common Law anp Mercantitz Law Lectures, by 
FREDERICK Meapows Wutre, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 


On the law of bailments as administered in the courts of 

common law :— 

Explanation of terms.—On bailments generally, and the 
several classes into which they have been divided, 1, By 
Lord Chief Justice Holt in his judgment in the case of 
Coggs v. Bernard : “ Smith's Leading Cases,” Vol, I. 
2. By Sir W. Jones, 3. By Mr. Smith, in his notes to 
Coggs v. Bernard, sup. cit. 

The obligations, rights, and liabilities of the bailor and bailee 

in the following cases :— 

ved ne The bailment of goods to be kept for the 

bailor, gratis. 


2. Mundatum, |; Where the dailee is to do something about 
the thing bailed, we 
3 Commadatun, The loan-gratis, to the bailee for Ave use 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL& REPORTER. Oct. 


sti 








4 Vadiwm. The pawn; and herein, of the special laws 
sepulating the busiiieéss ot pawnbrokers. 
5. ret. Thé loan for hire to be paid to the bailor. 
6. Lééatio operis faciendi.. The bailment of goods to have 
something done about them dy the bailee for reward to 
bé paid-to him there for. And herein; of the law of 
carriers of goods and passengers by land and water, and 
of the “Carriers Acts;” of thé law of innkeepers, ware- 
housémen, wharfingers, &é. i 
Lastly. The criminal law applicable to bailees. 
The principal text books on this subject are Professor Story’s 
“ Comm cae on thé Law of Bailments;” “ An Essay on the 
a Al Baiiments,” by Sir W. Jones, ed. Theobald; and the 
* Notes on the Case of Coggs v. Bernard—Smith’s Leading 
Case,” 4th Edition, Vol. L, p. 147. 


MICHAELMAS TERM EXAMINATION. 

The examiners appointed for the examination of 8 
applying to be admitted attorneys have appointed ‘Tuesday, the 
13th, and Wednesday, the 14th of November next, at half-past 
nine in the forenoon, at the Hall of thé Incorporated Law 
Society, in Chancery-lane. The examination will commence 
at ten o'clock precisely, and élése at four o’clock each day. 

The articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with auswers 
to the questions 48 6 due service, According to the regulations 
So agen by the judges, must be left with the secretary on or 

4 Thursday, the 8th of November. 

Where the articles have not expired, but will expire during 
the term, the candidate may be examined ccnditionally; but 
the articles must be left within the first seven days of term, 
and answers up to that time. If part of the term has been 
served with a barrister, special pleader, or London agent, 
answers to the questions must be obtained from them, as to the 
time served with each respectively. 

Qn the first day of examination papers will be delivered to 
each candidate, containing questidns to be answered in writing, 
classed under the several heads of—1. Preliminary. 2. Gom- 
mon and statute law, and practice of the courts, 8. Convey- 


ancing. 

On the second day, further papers will be delivered to each 
candidate, containing questions to be answered in—4. Equity, 
and practice of thé courts. 5. Bankruptcy, and practice of the 
courts. 6. Criminal law, and proceedings before justices of the 


peace. 

Each candidate is required to answer all the preliminary 
questions (No. 1); and also to answer in three of the other 
heads of inquiry, viz.:—Common law, ¢onveyancing, and 
equity. The examiners will continue the practice of proposing 
questions in bankruptcy, and in criminal Jaw and proceedings 
before justices of the peace, in order that candidates who have 
given their attention to these subjects, may have the advantage 
of answering such questions, and having the correctness of 
their answers in those departments taken into consideration in 
summing up the merit of their general examination. 

In case testimonials were deposited in a former term, they 
should be re-entered, and the answers completed to the time 
appointed. 

- oceans cement — 


Births, Marriages, and Weaths. 
BIRTHS. 
NEWILL—On Oct. 24, the wife of R. D. Newill, Esq., Solicitor, Welling- 
ton, Salop, of twins, a son and a daughter. 
TOTTENHAM—On Oct. 20, at Blackrock, the wife of Henry Loftus Tot- 
tenham, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 4s 
WHITEHE AD—On Oct. 18, at Maidstone, the wife of Arthur Whitehead 
Esq., Solicitor, of a son. : : (ee 
WRIGHT—On Oct. 15, at West Bromwich, the wife of Arthur Wright, 
fg Solicitor, of a daughter. F ws 
MARRIAGES, 
BRADLEY—PEARSON—On Oct, 23, W. H. Bradiey, -y Her Majesty’s 
Fo hh gah J r Cavalry, to” Lucy, widow ot tice aes Ay 


JELF—HARRIS—On Oct. 18, John Jelf, Esq., Solicitor, Birmin; am, to 

Sarah Anne James, niece of John Marria EG, Springfield, Bedford, 

Se ee 20, bape Pryse, Esq., of Birmingham, to 

ma Amelia, e daughter of the late Robert Jope Neck Soli 

citor, of 49, Southampton-row, Russell-square, ~ ee eee: 

SOMERVILLE—JONES—On Oct. 16, at Paris, the Right Hon. Sir William 
Meredyth Somerville, Bart, M.P., to Maria Georgina Elizabeth, only 
daughier of Herbert George Jones, Esq., Serjeant-at-Law. 

STU ART—WOTHERSPOON= On Oct. 17, Kenneth Bruce Stuart, Esq. 
M.D, F.B.C.S.E., Caleutta, to Sarah Matilda, or Willtais 
Wotherspoon, Esq, Solicitor before the Supreme Courts of Scotland. 





WARRY—WARREN—On Oct. 28, George Deedes Warty, Esq., of 
coln's-inn, Barrister-at-Law, to Catherine Emily, second prise 


, John Clitsome Warren, Esq, ’ 
WOOLTRETS-HARDY— On oe ik, Henry Arlett ya oe 
pe ny ne yoy techn to Alice Mary, only of 
min Bard ., of Lincoln’s- 
LEY WATSON—On Oct. 18, Edward Prete, Esq., Fi ve ead 
‘© Jane, eldest daughter of Dawson Watson, Esq., Solicitor. * 
DEATHS. 
ARNOTT—On Oct. 19, aged 56, James Arnott, Esq., of the firm of Mesays, 
Chater, Arnott, and Chater, Solicitors, of Gateshead, : 
DUNN—On Oct. 18, at Hull, Emily, daughter of Abraham Dunn, £%,, 
Solicitor, Patrington. : 4 
BARDSWELL—On Oct. 14, at Liverpool, Charles Bardswel), Exq.; Sélititor, 
and brother-in-law of Alderman Hodgson, Solicitor, of Oye hitie 
eh Oct. 18, aged 60, Edward J. Green, Esq., formerly a 
in York. 


LAWLER— Recently, Pattick Lawler, Esq., Solicitor, of Dublin. i 
WARNE—On Oct. 19, Martha Ann Whitmore, wife of George Warne, 
(late organist of the Temple), in her 59th year, 
Lasers“ mevesre 
Hnclaimed Stock in the Bank ef England. 
i he tall. 4, Ni till be 





The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in t 9 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimant 
appear within Three Months:— : 

Spencer, CuaRLEs, Mile-end-road, Butcher, £534 16s. 8d. Reduced 3 
Cents.—Claimed by Mary ANN SPeNcer, Widow, and WILLIAM 
son, the Executors. ’ 

Rovinson; Henny Crasse, Esq., of the Middle Temple, and Roce Hexgy 
Smite, Esq., of Eastling, Kent, £2,500 New 3 per Cents,—Claimed by 
Henry Craapse Rosinson and Rocrn HENRY SMITHE. ier: 

BaRNarD, Heney Gee, Esq., Queen Anne-stréet, Tarcaseoa tale 

. 2d. Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Etizabera 
Bannaxd, Widow, the sole Executrix. 

Fry, Joserx James, Gent., Henley-on-Thames, and HENRY aes 4 
Bedford-row, £239 12s. 1ld. Consols.—Claimed by Josern James 
and Henry Parker. 

Cawsey, Lewis, servant to J. Hope, Esq., of Mansfield-street, Portlaid- 
place, £28 14s. Long Annnities.—Claimed by Rosent Cawsey; the ad- 
ministrator with will annexed. 

Dontneronx, James Tuomas, Esq., Clarges-street, Piccadilly, £5,000 Re 
duced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by James THomas DomtneTon. ' 
Gotpsmip, Isaac Lyon, Gent., of the Stock Exchange, £1,750 Re 3 
r Cents.—Claimed by Siz Francis Henry GoLpsMID, Bart., one 

‘xecutors. 

GoLpsmtp, Issac Lyon, of the Stock Exchange, and Francis Hewny Gotp 
smip (now Sir Francis Henry Goldsmid, Bart.), £20 £3 10s. per Cents. 
1818, principal paid in full 10th Octeber, 1844,—Claimed by Sir Faancy 
Henry GoLDsMID. 


-—>- — - 


English Munds and Railway Stock. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 





ENGLIsH FuNDs. | ‘Raitways — Continued: 


Bank Stock ......+. 

3 per Cent. Red. Ann.. 

3 per Cent. Cons. Ann. 

New 3 per Cent. Ann.. 

New 24 per Cent. Ann.! 

\Consols foraccount .. 

Long Ann, (exp. Apr. 
5, 1885) ..cccowces 

India Debentures, 1858. 

Ditto 1859. 


_—_ = 


Gaz: S252 


Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 
Midland, ...saseseees 

Ditto Birm. & Derby 
India Stock ........ oe North British .......+ 
India Loan Scrip. ..<. North-Eastn. (Brwek.) 
India 5 per Cent. 1859..| 102% Ditto Leeds ....+. 
India Bonds (£1000) .. i Ditto ‘York ...... 
Do. (under £1000).....) 6 
Exch. Bills (£1000)... 


Ditto (£500).... 
Ditto (Small) .. 


= 


Wolverhampton .. 
Portsmouth.,.. 
Scottish Central..,.. 
| Scot. N. E. Aberdeen} 

Stock sseoescssede 
tock|Do, Scotsh. Mid. Stk. 
‘Shropshire Union .... 
South Devon .....5.. 


. 
. 





Ssuagetssy =: 





Rastway Stock. 


Stock | Birk. Lan, & Ch, Juine.| 80 
Bristol and Exeter....! 


|Stockton & Darlington 
Eastern UnionA. Stock Vale of Neath ...... 
Ditto B, Stock.... 
kk |East Lancashire ...... 

Edinburgh & Glasgow. 
Edin. Perth, & Dundee 
Glasgow and South- 


Lines at fixed Rentais. 


Buckinghamshire .... 
Western ..sereseee Chester and Holyhead, 
Great Northern ...... Ditto 5§ per Cent... 
Ditto A, Stock.... Stock} Ditto 5 per Cent .. 
Ditto B. Stock.... ‘k|East Lincoln, guar. 6 
, per Cent ..sssccees 
Hull and Selby ..,..+ 
London and Greenwich 
Preference. . 


k| Ditto 
Lon Taney, Saeed 
sak Biker 








a3 














Ween 





{ : 


age 


ss 


See ee a a 





Zeke: - 


. 
: 


SaeSeseEse 


Seuagtssy =: : 
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Rondon Gazettes, 


Professional Partnership Brssolded. 
Farmar, Oct, 26, 1860. 
Taommbrxe & Smrru, 11, Staple-inn, Middlesex, by mutual consent, 


1, 
™ Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Pong gant one edema 
» Piccadilly, Middlesex who 
a end es G0) Btromg, Solicitor, 44, Jorin-atrest, Locos aa 
Tuomas, Major-General in the Army, and formerly 
oo Guards (vio diet on June 3 1860) Rovinson & Bar 
oy Bes Dee. 15. 


Sarath ha pe bows i 
Sete sae Ces hae’ ec Ae, Saas 


ERT, HENRY, wont Peeiek Worcestershire (who died on May 30, 
3 ‘BB Richards, Solicitors, Palace-yard, Worcester. Nov. 


aoe, Cornetivs, Usher to the Court of Bankruptcy for Liverpool 
District, Liverpool (who died on June 26, 1860). Yates, jun.; Solicitor, 
sipeatos ep eal ag ee ee formerly of Pudding-lane, 
London, late of Woburn, Bedfordshire (who died on March 17, 1856). 
— Carter, & Bell, Solicitors, 102, Leadenhall-street, London. 
J 
onthe: Joun, Clothier, Stoke, next Guildford, wy © (who died on or 
about Dec. 8, 1859). Curtis, Solicitor, Guildford. Dec. 31. 
Wee Seearee Megeeans pny Eaton n-piace, Belgrave-square, and 
Arms Brewery, Old Castle street, Whitec! Middlesex (who 
he a » 1860). Ley, Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Middle- 


Fatay, Oct. 26, 1860. 


Bignétt, Epwanp, Gent., 9, pan et, Lincoln’s-inn, and Camberwell- 
(who died on Aug. 24, 1860). Balderston, Solicitor, 9, 


Dec. 
‘Adstock, Bi ‘hamshire (who died on June 
7,1 ae eas Baynes, Solicitors, ury, Bucks., ot Wood- 
Po lew- gy ifn ton, London. Dec. 1 


ne te’ lonshire shire (who a aot on April 13, 
R= Fo NELSow, Bar oe hee 


desing Pay London, and 
ch a, Middlesex rh 0 dled on Mareh 10, 1860). Lucas, Solicitor, 
at, 1859). \st9). | Bonin, Solietor, 


ce 

116, Besford-piice, : (wh ho don 

310) ig), Barclay, Halt saticitors: 25 Lion-square, 

H joHN, Cordwainer, Wakefield (who died on or about Jan. 24, 
ey. & Banks, Solicitors, Barstow-square, Wakefield. 


JonEs, SAMUEL, Optician, 30, Holborn, London, and of Dalton House, St. 
Herts., and of 4, Broad-street, hton, Sussex (who died on 
Oct, 10, 1859).” Taylor, ‘Solicitor, 51, Guil 


rd-street, Russell-square. 

, Laorp, Caprain oy Captain in the 21st Regiment Madras Infantry, 

and of Rangoon, British ‘Burmah = died on April 29, 1859). Upton, 
Upton, & Johnson, 20, Austin-friars, London. Jan. 15. 

Orro, Ricuand Bayer, a Colonel, ‘Tate in the service of the Honourable 

East India Company, 7, Queen-street, May Fair, Middlesex (who died on 

or p by i Mah 10, 10, a Slack, Solicitor,91, Mount-street, Grosvenor- 


bane 3 JOHN, ‘aah Little Hulton, Lancashire (who died cn 

Sep. 6, 1860). avo = Solicitors, Mawdesley-street, Bolton-le- 
re, 

TancreD, Henry mnie ‘ioa., Lincoln » Middlesex, and of Mar- 

gate, Kent (who died ar Aug. 20, 1860). oon Solicitor, 50, Fenchurch- 


street, 
Witaow, Rosert, Gent., Saint Bees Abbey, Cumberland (who died on 
July 25, last). Fox, Solicitor, Whitehaven. Dec. 1. 


' Hilimionn, Eucer, 


Assignments for Benelit of Creditors. 
TUESDAY, Oct, 23, 1860, 
Birra, Manaantr Jane, Widow, Sunderland. Oct. 16, Trustees, Squance, 
Agent, Sunderland ; Gayner, Grocer, Sunderland. Sol. Brown, Sun- 
, GEORGE, Draper, Darham: Oct. 10. Trustee, Brown, Gent., 
. Sol.. Watson, Durham. ‘ 
Farway, Oct, 26, 1860. 


» FRANcts Cuantés, Dtapér, Leamington, Warwickshire. it. 20. 
. J. Shaw, Public etountant, Bristol. Sol. Poe g Lea- 
sen,, & FrepEricx Epwa' 


Priors, 
Evwaaps, un, Stove. & Bangs 

Manufacturers, 49, reat Mariborough-street : Oct. 
ene H. E. sae, Mayor, Sealed, Wee 


F. Clerk. 

bod Rui Sol. e. 
James, Flour Deaier, Live! Trustees, J. 
Woolton, Lancashire ; J. fa “Tea Merchant, Li 

* . Biease Accountant, Leia . Francis & Almond, 4, n- 


t. Oct. 16.. Trustees, T. 


vi 
Tonbridge 
oN 
posi Ge Nap eaten of ae 


tien i 





ite-street, London ; M4 Hooper, Tanner, Redhill. 


> -stteet, 
Scorr, Jouy, Grocer Alien, 6 Forest- Seine Notting- 
ham. .Qct, 20, Trusting Hardy, Grae, X Notuinghans W, Dates, 
¥ eke fornia fet. ik: Triateds, J. Car- 
‘ Devouibtres OR. Rossiler, Miller, Town-mills, 


ELL, Widow, 
Oct. 1, Warehouse- 
man, Brighton. Sol. Stevens, Brighton. 


Bankruyts. 
TuEsDAY, Oct, 23, 1860. 
BENNETT, TaoMmAs, * era Ag eae ee ae Forge, a 


ton, & Williams.) Com. Sandeis: Nov. 8, 
ete © imagem. Of. Ass, Whitmore. Sol, Smith, Birming- 


eg By printer, Stationer, & Bookseller, East Dereham, Nor- 
folk. Com. Goulburn: Nov. Ov, 8, at 12.80 and Dee. 3, at 2; Basitghall- 
Plimsaul, 1, South-square, Gray’s-ing, 
Swaffham, — ’ Pat. Oct. 19. 
h 49 and 150, Drury-lane, Middlesex. 
Com. Fonblanque: Nov. 6, and pee. 4, at 12; Basinghall-street. Of. 
Ass. Graham. Sol. Lindus, 35, Bedford-row, London. Pet. Oct. 22. 
Coxer, Fures, Builder & General Earthwork Contractor, Worcester. 
Com. Sanders: Nov. 2, and 23, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. 
Sol. Rea, Worcester ; or Wright, Birmingham. Pet. Oct. 13. 
Fowxes, HENRY ALFRED , Francis Epmunp Town Fow er, Josepn 
Srosss, & WiLLtam Goopexovan Dont, a r Proprietors, i 
& Publishers, 54, Exeter-street, Strand, Hadlesex. 
Nov. 1, and 30, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. OG. es Whitmore. 
Peckham, 40, Ludgate-street, St Paul’s. Pet. 
GEE, GEORGE, . & Hosier; 3is, IR Be wedng Walworth-road, 
Surrey. Com, : Nov. 28 at 1; and Dec. 8, at 11; Basinghall- 
o.. Of. png Jonnien. Sols. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. Pet. 


& Innkee Seven Oaks, Kent. 


Hanis, ANTHONY, Licensed Victualler per, 
Com. G : Nov. 5, at 11.80; and Dec. 5,at 11; Basinghall-stree 


oF, ‘Ass. Pennell, Sols Linklaters & Hi Hackwood, 7, Walbrook, Londen 
or Gibson, Dartford. Pet. Oct. 22 
Hvtiax, me ag oe St. Martin's Hall, Long Acre, Middlesex, and 

5, . Com. Evans: Nov. 2, at 11; and 
— Ass. Bell. Sols. Ford’ & Lioyd, | 


124, -street, White- 
cba il; rity 6, at. 2; 
Basinghall-stréet. 


street, Portiand-place 
Nov. 30, at at 12; Basinghall-street. 
4, Bloomsbury-square. Pet. Oct. 20. 
Jacons, Lewis, Shoe Manufacturer & 
chapel, Middlesex. Com. Evans: Nov. 2 
-street. Off. Ass. Johnson: 
Pet. Oct. 22: 


: Nov. 
; Basinghall-stree Ass. Bell. Sols. Givbs & 
Tucker, 1%, * Clement's lame Pet. Seri. Pe 
James, Common Brewer, Manchester. Com. Jemmett: Nov. 6, 


and 27, at 137 Manchester. igh ee Fraser. Sols. Thomas & Whar- 
Manchester. Pet, Oct. 1 

Ht North- 

4 ; Ba- 

rd-row; or - Wilson, Oundle, Northamptonshire. Pet. 


Oct, 12. 

PakkeEs, Tuomas, S| le. Manufacturer & Retail Brewer, Kniver, Ly 
shire. Com. : Noy. 5, and 26, at 11; Birmingham. 

Kinnear. Sol. Harward, Stourbridge : or James & Knight, Birming: 
ham, Pet. Oct. 18. 

PENFOLD, wisn, Smith & Gasfitter, 4, Market-terrace, Caledonian- 
road, Middlesex. Com. Goulburn: Nov. 5, at. 1.30; and Dec. 3, at 11.30; 
Basinizhall-street. Of. Ass. Sag Sols. Mason, Sturt & Mason, 7, 
Gresham-street, London. Pet. 18, 

PowLes, Tomas, Hosier and Shit Maker, 24, Milk-street, Cheapside, 
Lendon, and 77, H -road, Middlesex. Com. Fane: Noy. 2, at 
11.30, and Nov. 30 5 -street. . . Cannan. 

St ¢ Mason, 7, heh ag ag 
h-street, Herts, Com. Goulburn : 

Nov. 5, at 12; and Dec. 3, at 12.30; Daeuehct stresk. Off. Ass. Pen- 
aioe mee, the Sb ena ens 

ore, Sworder, are, He: el 

Rawtes, Bexzawy Cmtsrer, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, } » Apollo- 

Com. Evans:’ Nov. 2 at 


singhall-stree 
James-street, Be 


Toa, Grocer & Flour Deller, Sunderland. Com. Eltisan: Oct. 
_ 3, Déc. 12, at tree Of. Ass. Baker. Sol. 


Young, Suateriied., Fy. 0 
i=" af Surre = * Y ea rhe a 4s Betas. 
-— ‘ov. Oy. a - 
. Ass. Whitmore Whitmore. Tucker, New ot en 
; ob th Michaat, 2. Oat Jewry, Fak 
ish, 9, and 


ish, 52, 


Pitsath; 0 Oct. a we 

Apams, Josrea, Builder & B Contractor, Nottingham. Com. 
Sanders: Nov. 8 & 29, at 11.30; Nottingham, Of. Ass. Harris. Soi. 
Lees, Nottingham. Pet, Oct. 25. 

CoRNELL, Cuarces, Rochester, 7 and of Melbourne, Victoria, trading 
at Rochester as Cornell & Son, at Melbourne as Cornell Brothers. Com, 
- Evans: Nov. 6, at 1.30; and Dec. 8, at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Johnson. wa Sole, Turner, & Turner; Aldermanbury; cr Miller, 
Son, & Bi orwich, gs os 26. : 

CuBRoN, Joan “fone & Builder, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Noy. 6 & 26, 
at li; Liv Of. Ass. Tutner, Sols, Anderson & Collins, Liver- 


pool. Pet. Oct. 29, 
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Ecan, Ropotrxus, Gunmaker, ps yaa gt West: Nov. 8, and Dec. 
7, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. > 2 Wright, Birming- 
es we Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Pet Oct. 

GREEN, neg Sento & Brick Maker, Tigh street, Masry Surrey, 
and Crayford, Kent. Com. Fane: Nov. 7, and Dec. 7, at 12; Basing- 
hall-street. 4 as Whitmore. Sol. Neal, Pinners-hall ia Broad- 
street. Pet. Oct. 

Hargison, CHARLES a Grocer, Glossop, Derbyshire. Com. Jemmett : 
Nov. 6 & 30, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sols. Brooks, Mar- 
eT Brooks, Ashion-under-Lyne, and Police-street, Manchester. 

McLiver, aioane Kirxwoop, Draper, Stonehouse, Devonshire. Com. 
Andrews: Nov. 5, and Dec. 3, at 12.30; Plymouth. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. 
Sols. Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68, Aldermanbury, London, or Fryer, St. 
Thomas, Exeter. Pet. Oct. 15, 

OsmonD, Henry, General Dealer & Dealer in Cheese and Butter, Stur- 

Newton Castle, Dorsetshire. ge gee Gealion, it, 
le ’ , 


ks. Com. Fane: Nov. 7, and 
Dec. 7, at ll; -street. Off. Ass. Cannan. Soils, Sole, 
Turner, & Turner, 68, ury, or Clarke, Reading. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
TugspDaY, Oct. 23, 1860. 
Coun, Joun Henry, East India & General Merchant, 2, Riches-court, 
Lime-street, Oct. 19. 


Frivay, Oct. 26, 1860. 
Marin, Ricuaznp, Tea Dealer & Grocer, Blackfriars- road, Surrey. 
Oct. 25. 


Wii11aMs, James Zacuariés, Builder, Pere eae Henrietta- 
street, Covent-garden, Middlesex. Oct. 

MEETINGS FOR Deas tt DEBTS. 
TuEspaY, Oct, 23, 1860. 

Asnron, Joun, Builder, & Contractor, St. Paul’s-road, Highbury, and 
Coffee-house Keeper, Ring-cross, Holloway, Middlesex. Nov. 17, at 
11.30; Basinghall- street.—Bruce, Cuartes, Cabinet Maker & Furniture 
Dealer, Stafford, Nov. 23, at 11; Birmingham -—Cross, Joun, Draper, 
Windsor. Nov. 14, at 12.30; Basinghall-street,—FRANKLIN, FRancis 
Gurver, Plumber, Painter, & House Decorator, 42, Bridge-street, 
Southwark, Surrey. Nov. 14, at 11; Basinghall-street.—GLEDHILL, 
Tuomas, Clothier, Dewsbury-moor, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Nov. 20, at 
11; Leeds.—Horn, JoserH Witson, Tobacco and Snuff Manufacturer, 
Penrith, Cumberland, and a at pl” Ga iy 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. .— NEWELL, FREEMA’ 

Cloth Cap Manufacturer, Huddersfield. Nov. co = li; 
Nicuorson, THomas, Steel File & Nail Merchant, Sunderland. Nov. 15, 
at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Ricnarpson, GrorcE, & GzorcE Tom- 
Linson France, Cloth Merchants, Huddersfield. Nov. 20, at 11; Leeds. 
—Spicer, Tuomas, Oil & Colourman, Little Britain. are 3, atll; 
Basinghall-street.—Stones, Joun, & GrorcE Srongs, Iron Manufac- 
turers, Grove Iron Works, Smethwick, Staffordshire (John Stones & 
Son). Nov. 23, at 11; Birmingham. 


Fray, Oci. 26, 1860. 


Barrett, Isaac Joun, Hotel Keeper, Liverpool. Nov. 16, at 11; Liver- 
ag .—BeELL, Toomas CHABLTON, va tee Miller cs our Dealer, Durham. 
‘ov. 7, at 1; Newcastle-upon-' ait Maiddieses ARLEs, Brass Founder, 
Crawford-passage, Clerkenw Middlesex " Ghavles Botten & Son). 
Nov, 16, at 12; Basinghall- street. —Bueton, Joun, Brick and Tile 
Manufacturer, Wheelwright, & Smith, Colsterworth. Nov. 29, at 11; 
Nottingham.—Coox, Witt1am, Coach Builder and Harness Maker, 9, 
King-street, Regent-street, Middlesex (Cook, Rowley, & Co.) Nov. 16, 
at 1.30; Basinghall-street.—Daes, Joun, Merchant & Contractor, 
Gresham- heverag Old Broad-street, London, and of Dewsbury, Yorkshire. 
Nov. 7, at 12 ; Basinghall-street.—Dawson, CHARLEs, Dealer in China 
and Earthenware, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridge. Nov. 8, at 12.30; 
Basinghall-street.—Dounn, JaMEs BENJAMIN, & EDWIN FRANCIS ALBERT 
Boyt, Dealers in Iron and Commission Agents, 18, New-street, Spring- 
gardens, Middlesex (Dunn, Boyle, & Co.) Nov. 21, at 11; Basinghall- 
street.—Evans, Georce Montacu, Money Scrivener, Farnham, Surrey. 
Nov. 21, at 1; Basinghall-street.. ~-Foor, - Silk Manufacturer, 
Fort-street, Spitalfields, Middlesex, and of Sud! “ee 4 Suffolk. Nov. 19, 
Basinghall-street.—Freeman, SAMUEL, JoHNn CLirForD, 
Elastic Web Manufacturer, Leicester. Nov. 29, at 11; Nottingham.— 
Jacops, ABRAHAM, Joun Jacoss, & HENRY Jacons, Merchants, 14, 
Crown-street, Finsbury, Middlesex. Nov. 21, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
—JOHNSON, GzorcE, Shoe Manufacturer, 12, Durham-place, Hackney- 
road, Middlesex, and 89, Lower-marsh, Lambeth, Surrey. Nov. 21, at 
11.30; Basinghall- -street.—JULIAN, JOHN, Wholesale & Fancy 
Manufacturer, 9, Noble-street, Falcon-square, London. Nov, 19, at 12; 
Basinghall-street.—KENt, Veone FREDERICK, Builder, Spa Surrey. 
Nov. 21, at 2; Basinghall-street.—Manrrin, , LIRFMANN, Lace Manufactu- 
rer, Nottingham. Noy. 22, at tl; Nottingham. —Miuxs, Pur, Boot 
Maker & Leather Cutter, Stamford, Lincolnshire. Nov. 20, at 12.30; 
Nottingham.—Newey, Wittiam, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Wolver- 
hampton, Staffordshire. Nov. 19, at 11; ‘ham, —PEREIRA, SiL- 
vano Francisco Luis, & Jonn GRANT, Wine Mi ants, 91, Great Tow- 
er-street, London (Pereira & Grant). Nov. 21, at 1.30; Basinghall-st.— 
Rewman, Oscaz, Merchant, 24, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-street, London, 
; Basinghall-street.—Savace, 
EORGE, and Jonn Lexs, Bleachers & Dyers, —— Nottingham- 
shire (Savage & Lees). Nov. 22, at 11; Not am.—SHARPE, JOHN 
Haw ter, Boarding- house Keeper, Denby, Derb: . Nov. 29, at 11; 
Nottingham. —TaitT, WILLIAM, Jewellér, Watchmaker, & Silversmith 
Nottingham, Noy. 29, at 11; Nottingham.—Tnomas, Wit1am, Pubi-, 
can, Salutation Inn, Cardiff, Glamorganshire Nov.. 6, at 11; Bristol. 
—Woop, Mary Ann, Straw Hat Manufacturer, Luton. Nov. 21, at 


2.30; Basinghall- 
CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TuEspayY, Oct. 23, 1860. 


Brecu, Joseph Epwarp, Ship Broker, Liverpool. Nov. 16, at 11; Or. 
pod. Beserinn, Huan, Chemist & Druggist, Norwich. Nov. 17, 
-street.—JEFFRIEs, WILLIAM, Ironmaster, 
Dutiey, Woreestershire, Nov; 14, at 11; Birmingham. —MeNvrtr, 





James, & Joun McNotty, Joiners and B 
Nov. lv, at 12; Manchester.—Mitns, Pur, 5 Maker &L 


Cutter, Stamford. Nov. 20, = on Htuil. i, De, Dik, 
Cogan-stree 1, at 18: ‘ 


t, 
upon-Hull.—NicHoLson, ~~ 
land. Noy. i4, at 12; panama, 
Peres Perrin, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Pee 
tonshire. Nov. 14, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. 


Fruipay, Oct, 26, 1860. 


Bassett, WILLIAM STEPHEN CHARLES WuHITE, Grocer & Tea Dek 


Sheerness. Nov..19, at 11.30; re a YR rg colaahire. "Nori 
Brick & Tile Manafacturer, Colsterwo Nov, 
11,30; ao gg —Moos, JurcEn, Ship jee Swansea, G 
= . Nov. 27, at 11; Bristol usu, LEONARD Jommm, 
Meat Seller, Sout thside,-st. Plymouth. Dec . 8, at 12.30—Rie 


JAMIN Jonn Ricuanps, & Tuomas Ricaarps, Iron Masters, West: 


wich, Staffordshire (Benjamin Hichards & Sota, Nov. 16 of 14s ir 
ham.—RUTHERFORD, SAMUEL, Draper, Daag 9 Nov. Je 


Wamsiey, Pair, Taomas HAMMERSLE' : 
Silk Manufacturers, Leek, Staffordshire (Wamsley, Hammerey, 


% 


Nov, 16, at. 11; —Watson, WuLiaM Patman, J 
19, Hampstead-road, Middleses, Nov. we 13, at 12.30: Basinghall 
— Wort ey, Epw. and, Builder, 11, Alpha-terrace, Willesden, ida) 


Nov. 21, at 12.30; Basinghall-street 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEsDAY, Oct. 23, 1860. 
AXTELL, JAMES rent pt Wituram Ropp Kyicuts, & WititaM 

Tanners, 1, Whites-grounds, Bermondsey, Surrey, and St. Nec 
ingdonshire. Oct. 16, 2nd class.— Jackson, Antoun, & RF 
CBRELL Eastman, Brokers & Commission Agents, Liverpool re ( 
Eastman). Oct. 19, 2nd class.—Sexton, Ropert WaTuina, Bu 
Norwich. Oct. 18, 2nd class. d 


Friwar, Oct. 26, 1860. 


AsuTon, Jonn, Builder & Contractor, St. Paul’s-road, Highbury, Mi ’ 


and Coffee-house Keeper, Ring-cross. Holloway. Oct. a 
after a suspension of six months from June 26.— 

OyxER, Wine, Spirit, and Beer Merchant, Coal Ex whange colealll 
Thames-street, London. Oct. 19, 2nd class.—Burn, EDMUND | 

jun., Stationer, 40, Ship-street, Brighton, Sussex. Oct. 20, 2nd els 
Goopwin, Witt1aM Gaining, Draper, 17, Upper Marylebone, 
Middlesex. Oct. 16, Istclass; after a suspension of six month 
June 1,—HALL, JAMES} Innkeeper, Monmouth, and Brick 

land, Gloucestershire. Oct. 23, 3rd class.—Howes, JaMEs Vi 
Leather Seller, 31, Chisweil-street, Middlesex. Oct. 19, Ist 
Patmen, THomas, & Samvet Patmer, Drapers, 30, Soe 0 
Plymouth. Oct. 20, 3rd class; subject to aw eereye! 

Pizzaua, Francis Aveustus, & Matraew CHABLEs G nae 

glass Manufacturers, 19, Hatton-garden, Middlesex. “ae 

class.—Prics, Joun, Draper, General-shop Keeper, and 

a Shop, Aberystruth, Monmouthshire. Oct. 23, 2nd class. — : 

Epwin Henry, Jeweller, formerly of Cumming-street, 

Middlesex, afterwards of 43, Newman-street, Oxford-: yen ; 

Heathcote-street, Gray "g-inn-road. Oct. 25, 2nd class." 

Rosesrt, & CaarLes WittiaM Watson, Currier & Boot & Shoe 


‘ 


facturers, Kettering, Northamptonshire (C. W. Watson & Co.)” 
19, 2nd class.—Witson, ANDREW, Surgeon & Apothecary, High-# 


Aldershott, Hants. Oct. 19, 3rd class.—WINGRAVE, JostaH Dic} 
Tuomas WILL1AM Woop, Straw Plait Manufacturers, St. Albans, 


and Luton, Beds (J. D. Wingrave & Wood), Oct. 19, 2nd class, © 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
TuEsDAY, Oct, 23, 1860, 

ANDERSON, Davip, sometime an Engineer in the Honourable 
India Company’s Service, and lately residing in Campbeltown, 
pom 4 deceased. Oct. 31, at 12; Sheriff Court-room, Camp 

q t. 18. 


Batrrum, Witt1am, Wright, Joiner, & Feuar, ae Ree } 


1; Mrs. Walker’s Tontine Hotel, Helensburgh 


BeaMIsu, SAMUEL GEORGE, Glasgow. Oct. 26, at 12; or mp8 of P : 


rators’ Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. 


Seq. Oct. 1 is 
Gowans, JAMES, — Hawick. Oct. 31, at 113; Tower Ba 


Hawick. Seg. Oct. 1 


Lauper, THOMAS, Peinee Merchant, y Ot, Andros, Fifeshire, Oct. # 


12; Royal Hotel, Cupar, Fife. 


M'Ivtosn, Tuomas, Builder, Bsirgowne Perthshire. Oct. 31, ab) 


Queen’s Hotel, Blairgowrie. Seg. Oc 

M‘Lintrock, Wittiam, Cement & Chetaical ee 
Gorbals, Glasgow, Lime Merchant, Arden Quarry 
inch, Eastwood, Kentrewshire Oct. 1, at 12; ‘eth 
place, Glasgow. Seq. Oct. 1 

MILLER, JonN, Farmes, Hardhili, La tal Oct. 31, at 12; Si 
Garter Inn, Linlithgow. Seg. Oct. 19. , 

SuTHERLAND, Francis, Innkeeper & Farmer, and Fish Curer, 
ag ae Nov. 2, at 12, Leith’s Caledoniau Hotel, ¥ 


Wytuie & Mittar, Wine Merchants, Edinburgh, and AnpREw 
Wine Merchant, Morningside, near Edinburgh, = AmDREW 
MutLar, Wine Merchant, Kdinburgh. Oct. 30, at 1; Dowells & I 
Rooms, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. Oct. 18. 

Faripay, Oct, 26, 1860. 

CamMPsBELL, Joun, Joiner, Rothesay. Oct. 31, at 12; Commercial 3 

Rothesay. . Oct. 20. 


Dinewatr, Watrer, Factor, Ramornie, Fifeshire. ns! 5, at 23. D 


and Lyon, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. 
JOHNSTON, JAMES, Provision Merchant, Maxwelltown 
a, Kirkcudbright. Nov. 8, at 12; King’s Arms fan, in Maxw 
Jounson, James, & Co., Potters, Elgin Pottery, David-street, @ 
Nov. 2, at 12; "Faculty Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seq. Oc 
M‘Fie, ALEXANDER, ‘Tanner and Leather Merchant, Kilmarnock, 
atl; e Hotel, igi vee te yg de, Kilmarnock. Seg. bee 32." 
McMurtrte, oun, & Co., Boot & Shoe Manufacturers, T 


gow. 1 Nov. 5, at 123 Faculty-hail, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. 


ie 
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